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INTRODUCTION 

The  Pennsylvania  Appalachian  Development 
Plan:  Supplement  for  1974  updates  the  Plan's 
Revisions  for  1972  within  the  overall  framework  and 
concept  of  the  original  Pennsylvania  Appalachian 
Development  Plan  submitted  to  the  Appalachian 
Regional  Commission  on  November  12,  1968, 

The  Governor’s  Office  of  State  Planning  and 
Development  is  concemrating  its  efforts,  at  this 
particular  point  in  time,  on  the  preparation  of  a 
comprehensive  investment  plan  for  the 
Commonwealth  to  be  com.pleted  next  year.  The 
State-wide  plan  will  set  forward  the  framework  and 
policy  guidelines  for  economic,  social  and  physical 
development  in  all  of  Pennsylvania’s  regions 
(including  Appalachia)  and  will  provide  a systematic 
basis  for  allocating  Appalachian  Regional  Commission 
funds  among  areas  and  among  public  investment 
projects. 

STATE  PLANNING  RESEARCH 

In  preparing  this  document,  a m.ajor  effort  was 
devoted  to  developing  an  informational  framework 
for  small  area  analysis  based  upon  unpublished  1970 
Census  data.  To  accom.plish  this  objective  required 
that  we  first  retrieve  aU  the  appropriate  statistical 
tables  from  the  fourth-count  Census  tapes  for  each  of 
the  approximately  1300  minor  civil  divisions 
comprising  the  sixty-seven  economic  activity  areas  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  Aided  by  computers,  this  in 
itself  was  not  a difficult  task. 

However,  the  appropriate  computer  programs 
were  not  available  to  assist  in  summing  data  for  minor 
civil  divisions  to  larger  geographic  aggregates.  It  was 
therefore  necessary  to  perform  this  operation 

manually.  The  task  was  enormous,  since  for  each 

minor  civd  division  there  were  51  special  fourth 
count  Census  tabulations  from  which  area  statistics 
were  derived. 

The  products  of  this  data  gathering  effort  are 
the  tables  shown  in  Appendix  A to  this  report.  These 
tables  help  in  characterizing  each  of  Pennsylvania’s  67 
economic  activity  areas  according  to  more  than 

one-hundred  selected  social  and  economic  statistics. 

On  the  basis  of  these  statistics,  area  profiles  were 
constructed  for  aU  of  the  economic  activity  areas  in 
Appalachia.  An  area  profile  consists  of  a set  of  the 
most  basic  social  and  economic  indicators  and 

includes  comparative  statistics  for  Pennsylvania  taken 
as  a whole.  Significant  divergencies  between  area 
performance  or  status  and  State-wide  norms  are 
depicted  to  provide  some  indication  as  to  the  nature 


and  degree  of  problem  condition  in  each  economic 
activity  area.  These  area  profiles  are  found  in  Chapter 
5. 

Another  major  research  undertaking  this  year 
was  ihe  local  interest  survey  conducted  throughout 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  in  all  the  67  economic 
activity  areas.  From,  previous  years’  experience,  it 
become  apparent  that  an  information  gap  exists 
betw'een  what  is  known  about  problems  having 
State-wide  and  regional  impacts,  and  what  is  known 
about  problems  affecting  development  in  the  smaller 
Appalachian  communities.  By  encouraging  increased 
local  feedback  from,  community  leaders  who  have 
more  intimate  knowledge  of  conditions  in  their  own 
areas,  it  was  thought  that  this  informational  gap 
could  be  bridged.  The  vehicle  for  doing  this  was  the 
local  interest  survey. 

Chapter  4 of  this  report  describes  the  survey 
Technique  used  and  provides  an  interpretation  of  the 
results.  A complete  listing  of  what  are  thought  to  be 
priority  problems  and  goals  for  development  in  each 
district  and  economic  activity  area  is  shown  in 
Appendix  B. 

The  m.ovement  and  settlement  patterns  of 
people  in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  are  the  subjects  of 
Chapter  3.  The  analysis  of  settlement  patterns  is 
based  on  the  number  and  population  size 
classification  of  municipalities  within  each  local 
developm.ent  district  and  within  each  county.  The 
study  of  population  movement  is  based  on  gross 
migration  flows  between  sub-State  areas  and  areas 
outside  Pennsylvania. 

LOCAL  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 
PARTICIPATION 

As  in  previous  years,  this  year’s  plan  supplement 
incorporates  narrative  statements  prepared  by  local 
development  district  staff.  In  preparing  the  narrative 
statements,  each  local  development  district  was  asked 
to:  (1)  describe  serious  problems  affecting  the  quality 
of  life  in  the  district  and  each  economic  activity  area, 
and  to  analyze  how  these  problems  have  obstructed 
growth  and  development;  (2)  establish  some  goals  for 
development,  with  priority  rankings;  and  (3)  identify 
specific  policies  and  actions  needed  to  reach  the 
goals. 

Another  major  undertaking  of  local 
development  districts  was  the  listing  of  all 
Appalachian  projects  recommended  for  the  1973-74 
pro.gram  year.  Separate  lists  were  prepared  for  each 
economic  activity  area  and  for  the  district  taken  as  a 
whole.  An  important  innovation  this  year  was  the 
assignment  of  priority  ranks  to  each  project  to 
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indicate  its  relative  importance  and  degree  of  urgency 
in  relation  to  all  other  projects  recommended. 

OSPD  guidelines  for  preparing  project  lists  lay 
stress  on  the  requirement  that  the  analysis  of 
problems  and  goals  be  relevant  to  the  decisions  that 
are  made  in  ranking  project  priorities  by  local 
development  district  staff.  It  was  suggested  that 
maximum  usage  be  made  of  the  results  of  the  opinion 
survey  in  formulating  goals  and  project  priorities  at 
the  district  and  economic  activity  area  levels. 


The  narrative  statements  prepared  by  local 
development  districts  are  summarized  in  Chapter  2. 
Unabridged  statements  as  submitted  by  the  districts 
are  in  Appendix  C.  Appalachian  projects 
recommended  by  the  districts,  as  amended  by  the 
Office  of  State  Planning  and  Development  and  the 
Pennsylvania  Department  of  Commerce,  are  listed  in 
Chapter  6 of  this  report. 
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CHAPTER  1 


APPALACHIA  INVESTMENT  POLICIES 


The  major  thrust  of  the  State  planning  effort  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  is  to  stimulate  economic 
development  through  publically  induced  investm.ents 
in  the  private  sector.  In  the  context  of  State-wide 
planning,  the  general  goal  of  increasing  Appalachia’s 
share  of  the  national  wealth  has  important 
implications  for  improvements  in  the  competitive 
position  of  individual  communities  within  Appalachia 
vis-a-vis  other  competing  areas. 

Accordingly,  the  1974  program  focuses  primary 
attention  on  infrastructure  development  needed  to 
support  economic  growth  and  on  upgrading  basic 
facUities  and  services  in  those  communities  that  have 
significant  potential  for  future  growth. 

PRIORITY  AREAS 

Following  the  general  policy  of  trying  to 
channel  public  investments  into  areas  that  have 
significant  potential  for  future  growth,  only  those 
projects  located  in  economic  activity  areas  are 
recommended  for  Appalachian  Regional  Commission 
funding  in  Fiscal  Year  1973-74. 

With  few  exceptions,  the  delineation  of 
economic  activity  areas  remains  basically  unchanged 
from  that  which  is  on  record  with  the  Appalachian 
Regional  Commission.  The  exceptions  are: 

(1)  in  the  Northeast  Development  District,  the 
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre  Economic  Activity  Area  now 
includes: 

in  Lackawanna  County 
Clifton  Township 
Lehigh  Township 

in  Luzerne  County 
Buck  Townsliip 

(2)  also  in  the  Northeast  Development  District, 
the  E.  Stroudsburg  Economic  Activity  Area  now 
includes: 

in  Carbon  County 

Kidder  Township 
East  Side  Boro 

(3)  in  the  Northern  Tier  Development  District, 
the  Towanda  Economic  Activity  Area  now  includes: 

in  Bradford  County 

Standing  Stone  Township 
Wyalusing  Township 
Wyalusing  Boro 
Terry  Township 
Wilmot  Township 


in  Wyoming  County 

Windham  Township 
Laceyville  Boro 

(4)  in  the  Susquehanna  Development 
District,  the  Shamokin-Mt.  Carmel  Economic  Activity 
Area  now  includes: 

in  Columbia  County 

Conyngham  Township 
Centralia  Boro 

(5)  in  the  Southwest  Development  District,  the 
Connellsville  Economic  Activity  Area  now  includes: 

in  Fayette  County 

Saltlick  Township 
Springfield  Township 

A complete  listing  of  all  municipalities  in  each 
economic  activity  area  appears  in  the  final  section  of 
this  Volume. 

PRIORITY  PROGRAMS 
Section  201  — Access  Roads 

The  chief  purpose  of  the  access  road  program  in 
Pennsylvania  is  to  support  industrialization, 
commercialization  and  education  in  areas  with 
significant  development  potential  where  such 
development  has  been  inhibited  by  lack  of  adequate 
access. 

Access  road  projects  of  high  priority  in  the  1974 
program  are: 

(1)  access  roads  to  industrial  and 
commercial  sites; 

(2)  access  roads  which  serve 
vocational-technical  schools; 

(3)  access  roads  which  serve  institutions 
of  higher  learning  and  school 
consolidations. 

It  has  been  the  policy  to  consider  each  access 
road  project  on  its  own  merits,  once  the  potential  for 
economic  development  has  been  established.  To 
discourage  speculation,  the  site  served  by  an  access 
road  should  be  owned  by  a non-profit  organization  or 
governmental  body.  Where  an  industry  is  locating  or 
committed  and  no  speculation  is  involved,  the 
preceding  requirement  may  be  waived. 

Under  Section  201,  the  1974  program  also  wOl 
fund  special  planning  studies  which  deal  with  the 
development  of  sites  served  by  major  trunk  higliways. 
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Section  202  — Demonstration  Health  and  Child 
Development 

The  provision  of  adequate  medical  services  and 
improved  health  care  facilities  and  delivery  systems  is 
vital  to  the  physical  and  mental  well-being  ol  every 
Pennsylvania  citizen. 

Investment  of  202  health  resources  in 
Pennsylvania  will  continue  to  be  made  tor 
establishment  of  Primary  Health  Care  Centers  to 
provide  adequate  medical  services  and  improved 
health  delivery  systems. 

It  has  been  the  policy  to  concentrate  Section 
202  health  funds  in  the  SEDA-COG  District  to 
demonstrate  how  such  a primary  health  care  delivery 
system  can  be  put  into  place.  For  FY  73-74,  grants 
will  be  not  only  provided  to  continue  this 
demonstration,  but  to  develop  additional  Health 
Centers  in  the  Demonstration  area.  However,  if 
additional  funds  become  available,  or  the 
Demonstration  area  cannot  develop  suitable 
additional  facilities,  then  other  health  care  projects 
wUi  be  considered  in  areas  that  are  not  now 
designated  as  the  demonstration  health  project  area. 
The  policy  is  to  provide  202  funds  for  the  operation 
and  equipment  in  each  such  facility. 

The  Office  of  the  Governor  has  established  a 
Commonwealth  ChUd  Development  Committee  to 
develop  better  systems  and  coordinated  planning  to 
provide  maximum  quality  services  to  the  children  and 
families  served.  This  committee  meets  the 
requirements  of  the  Appalachian  Regional 
Commission's  Child  Development  Program  under 
Section  202. 

In  order  to  provide  maximum  quality  service  to 
children,  the  Commonwealth  ChOd  Development 
State  Plan  of  FY  72  has  been  refined  by  adding 
sections  on:  infant  mortality,  family  planning, 
nutrition,  and  handicapping  conditions.  All  four  are 
health  related  and  attempt  to  show  the  major 
problems  surrounding  the  pregnant  woman  and  the 
child. 

The  refinement  directs  its  attention  to  a 
longitudinal  approach;  that  is,  the  prevention  of 
problems  before  the  women’s  pregnancy,  during  the 
woman’s  pregnancy,  and  before  the  child’s  first 
birthday.  Once  prevention  at  these  intervals  occurs, 
prevention  should  then  move  further  along  the  age 
span  encompassing  chUdren  up  to  six  years  of  age. 

The  Southern  Alleghenies  District  has  been 
designated  as  the  Child  Development  demonstration 
area  under  Appalachia.  It  will  be  the  policy  to  fund 
continuations  of  successful  programs  already  in 
operation.  If  the  Demonstration  area  cannot  develop 
additional  suitable  Child  Development  projects,  then 


other  Child  Development  projects  will  be  considered 
in  areas  not  now  designated  as  the  Demonstration 
Child  Development  area. 

Future  new  child  development  projects  will  be 
assigned  highest  priority  for  funding  when  they  are 
geared  to  child  care  from  conception  to  age  one. 
There  are  two  important  reasons  for  this 
concentrated  effort.  The  first  is  that  Pennsylvania’s 
infant  mortality  rate  is  high  in  comparison  to  the  rest 
of  the  United  States.  Another  startling  fact  is  that 
infant  mortality  has  actually  risen  over  the  last  several 
years  in  many  areas  of  the  State.  The  areas 
experiencing  greatest  increases  are  in  Appalachia. 

To  reduce  infant  mortality,  greatest  emphasis 
must  be  on  improving  hospital-based  obstretrical  and 
newborn  nursery  care  and  on  improving  community 
based  maternal  health  care.  Child  care  projects  related 
to  these  needs  as  documented  in  the  Child 
Development  Plan  will  receive  highest  priority.  Other 
child  development  projects  already  being  funded  will 
be  continued. 

Section  205  — .Mining  Area  Restoration 

The  mine  area  restoration  program  in 
Pennsylvania  has  two  major  purposes:  ( 1 ) to  aid 
communities  that  are  in  immediate  danger  from  mine 
fires  and  subsidence  that  would  result  in  loss  of  life  or 
property  if  the  danger  is  not  eliminated;  and  (2)  to 
promote  economic  development  through  the 
reclamation  of  surface  areas  for  industrial  use. 

Highest  priority  will  be  given  to  strip  mine 
reclamation  projects  and  culm  bank  removal  projects 
if  it  can  be  shown  that  the  project  is  for  the  specific 
purpose  of  reclaiming  land  for  industrial  or 
commercial  development.  Mine  subsidance  projects  in 
urban  areas  will  be  considered  for  funding  if 
adequate  resources  are  available. 

Section  207  — Housing 

In  1969,  the  Governor’s  Housing  Task  Force 
estimated  that  the  number  of  housing  units  in 
Pennsylvania  classified  as  “below  standard’’,  due  to 
structural  and  plumbing  deficiencies  alone, 
approaches  one-half  million.  What  is  particularly 
disturbing  is  that  the  burden  of  bad  housing  falls 
most  heavily  on  a few  special  groups  within  the 
population;  the  poor,  the  renter,  the  aged,  the  large 
family,  and  the  black. 

To  stimulate  the  construction  and  rehabilitation 
of  Federally  insured  housing  for  low-  and 
moderate-income  families  (a  primary  need  in 
Pennsylvania)  the  Appalachian  Program  and  the 
Commonwealth,  with  Section  207  funds,  provide  two 
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types  of  special  assistance:  ( 1 ) planning  loans;  and  (2) 
site  development  grants. 

Planning  loans  (as  “seed  money”)  are  made  to 
housing  sponsors  for  up  to  80  percent  of  the  initial 
costs  of  planning  and  obtaining  financing  for  housing 
projects.  These  funds  are  avaOable  to  non-profit, 
limited  dividend,  and  cooperative  organizations,  or  to 
public  bodies  that  are  sponsors  of  housing  projects 
for  low-  or  moderate-income  famOies.  In  approving 
planning  loans  under  Section  207,  the  Commerce 
Department  will  continue  to  assist  those 
community-based  housing  projects  having  the 
endorsement  of  the  Department  of  Community 
.Affairs. 

Administration  of  this  portion  of  the 
Appalachian  program  in  Pennsylvania  is  being 
handled  by  the  Department  of  Community  Affairs  in 
cooperation  with  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Site  Development  grants  are  made  to  public 
bodies  or  to  qualified  housing  sponsors  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  development  costs,  including 
necessary  off-site  costs,  directly  associated  with  the 
cost  of  a housing  project,  provided  such  costs  could 
not  be  included  in  a mortgage.  Eligible  costs  would 
include  sewer  and  water  line  extensions,  access  roads 
and  site  preparation.  In  awarding  project  grants  for 
site  development  purposes,  preference  will  be  given  to 
those  projects  located  in  low  income  areas. 

Section  211  — Vocational  Education  Facilities  and 
Vocational  and  Technical  Education  Demonstration 
Projects 

The  primary  objective  of  the  vocational 
education  program  in  Pennsylvania  is  to  improve  the 
economic  health  of  communities  through  human 
resource  development.  Vocational  education  will  be 
directed  toward  training  young  people  about  to  enter 
the  labor  force  and  retraining  unemployed  and 
underemployed  workers  whose  skills  are  not 
compatible  with  existing  job  opportunities. 

As  a long-term  investment,  improvements  in  the 
quality  of  the  labor  force  resulting  from  manpower 
education  will  provide  better  balance  between  jobs 
and  people  through  the  attraction  of  new  industries 
as  well  as  the  expansion  of  existing  establishments 
whose  decisions  to  locate  or  to  expand  are  largely 
influenced  by  the  avaOable  supply  of  skOled  labor. 

To  insure  that  every  Pennsylvania  citizen  has  the 
opportunity  to  achieve  his  or  her  highest  potential,  it 
is  the  Commonwealth  policy  to  provide  at  least  one 
vocational  education  facihty  in  each  attendance  area. 
Therefore,  grants  to  aid  in  construction  of  these 
facOities  are  readOy  made  when  need  is  established. 


The  1974  program  assigns  the  following  order  of 
priorities  to  vocational  education  projects: 

(1)  construction  and  equipping  of 
vocational-technical  schools  in  areas  lacking 
these  facilities; 

(2)  construction  of  additions  to  existing 
vocational-technical  schools; 

(3)  equipment  needs  for  existing  area 
vocational-technical  schools  and  area 
community  colleges  relating  to  vocational 
education. 

(4)  equipment  needs  for  comprehensive  high 
schools  where  there  is  an  established 
vocational  education  program  directed  by  a 
licensed  Vocational  Education 
Administrator,  recognized  by  the  Bureau  of 
Vocational,  Technical  and  Continuing 
Education  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Department  of  Education. 

(5)  construction  at  community  colleges  if  it 
can  be  shown  that  the  facility  to  be 
constructed  will  be  used  for  a 
vocational-technical  education  program; 

(6)  effective  means  of  rehabilitating  the 
handicapped  through  Vocational-Technical 
training. 

Section  214  — Supplemental  Grants 

Section  2 14  supplemental  funds  for 
Pennsylvania  will  be  allocated  to  top  priority  projects 
that  are  related  to  the  social  and  economic 
development  of  the  district,  but  which  would 
otherwise  not  be  possible  because  of  a lack  of  local 
matching  funds.  As  an  investment  policy,  however. 
Section  214  basic  funds  wdl  be  used  only  where  it 
can  be  shown  that  other  basic  Eederal  funds  are  not 
available. 

It  is  Pennsylvania’s  intent  not  to  use  Section  214 
funds  as  basic  grants  except  in  extreme  emergency 
situations,  and  only  where  it  can  be  shown  that  the 
usual  Federal  basic  money  is  not  available.  (Example: 
Wilkes  College  addition  which  is  a result  of  the 
devastation  of  Tropical  Storm  Agnes.) 

There  is  one  specific  restriction  on  the  use  of 
Section  214  funds,  namely  that  supplemental  grants 
for  nursing  home  facilities  will  not  be  considered. 

Pennsylvania  will  continue  to  provide 
supplementary  grants  for  the  construction  of  water 
and  sewage  projects,  hospitals,  community  health 
centers,  mental  health  facilities, 
vocational-rehabilitation  centers,  airport 
improvements,  higher  education  facilities,  and  mass 
transportation  projects. 
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In  the  1974  program,  Pennsylvania  will  continue 
to  place  greatest  emphasis  on  water  and/or  sewage 
projects,  recognizing  that  these  facilities  are  essential 
in  supporting  new  growth  and  development  in  areas 
lacking  such  facilities. 

Section  302  — Research,  Demonstrations,  and  Local 
Development  Districts 

Local  Development  Districts  — The  need  for 
helping  local  communities  help  themselves  in  their 
development  efforts  is  retlected  in  Section  302  of  the 
Act  which  provides  for  creation  of  LDDs, 
multi-county  agencies.  The  local  development 
districts  are  charged  with  the  responsibility  for 
encouraging  local  governments  to  work  together  in 
assessing  their  needs,  to  bring  their  combined 
resources  to  bear  upon  problems,  and  to  prepare 
development  plans  that  reflect  the  needs  and 
potentials  of  the  area.  Local  development  districts  are 
designed  to  assist  local  governments  in  evaluation  of 
local  needs  and  problems  and  to  assist  the  State  in 


developing  plans  to  meet  these  needs.  Section  302 
funds  will  be  provided  to  the  LDDs  up  to  75  percent 
to  carry  out  the  administrative  responsibilities. 

Research  and  Demonstration  — Research  and 
demonstration  projects  in  Pennsylvania  are  aimed  to 
provide  solutions  to  some  of  the  problems  facing  the 
districts.  Research  is  designed  to  provide  expert 
knowledge  and  comprehensive  information  needed  to 
make  policy  decisions  regarding  the  districts’ 
problems.  Priority  is  given  to  demonstration  projects 
that  relate  to  the  growth  of  the  region.  High 
consideration  is  given  to  research  proposals  dealing 
with  special  economic  development  problems. 
Examples  are  the  North  Central  Rural  Transportation 
Project,  the  Stump  Creek  Community  Rehabilitation 
Demonstration  and  Research  Project,  and  the 
Demonstration  of  Integrated  Multi-level  Remote 
Sensing  and  Ground  Investigation.  Additional 
research  and  development  projects  which 
demonstrate  growth  of  district  significance  will  be 
considered. 
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CHAPTER  2 


PROBLEMS  AND  CONDITION  IN  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA 


A sharply  defined  region  of  distinctive  terrain 
and  natural  resources,  Appalachia  Pennsylvania 
contains  three-quarters  of  the  land  area  and  slightly 
less  than  one-half  of  the  population  of  the 
Commonwealth.  The  consequences  of  the  economic 
eclipse  of  such  industries  as  coal  mining,  raUroading 
and  steel  making  had  a tremendous  impact  upon  the 
traditional  sources  of  employment  in  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania.  However,  gradually  the  deep  wounds 
have  all  but  healed. 

Yet  the  scars  remain.  The  heritage  of  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania  is  still  evident  throughout  the  region. 
Even  though  conditions  have  improved,  the  problems 
of  insufficient  employment  opportunities, 
out-migration  of  skilled  workers,  poverty,  lack  of 
adequate  housing  and  transportation  access  still  exist. 
Relatively  high  unemployment  rates  continue  in  some 
areas  of  Appalachia  and  continue  to  force  population 
movement  from  some  areas  of  those  persons  it  most 
urgently  needs  — the  highly  skilled  worker.  Poverty  is 
still  a problem  in  many  areas  which  have  been  unable 
to  attract  high  wage  paying  industries.  Many  of  the 
homes  were  built  prior  to  1940;  adequate  and 
insufficient  housing  continues  to  be  a major  problem. 
Transportation  access  is  also  a problem  for  those 
areas  which  have  found  themselves  by-passed  by  new 
and  faster  transportation  routes. 

NORTHEAST  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 

Northeast  Pennsylvania  is  composed  of  two 
distinctive  sections:  the  Poconos  and  the  anthracite 
area.  In  contrast  to  most  other  sections  of 
Pennsylvania,  the  Poconos  (composed  of  Wayne,  Pike 
and  Monroe  Counties)  are,  except  for  lumber,  lacking 
in  the  natural  resources  that  stimulated  settlement 
and  created  early  industries.  This  absence  of  a 
thriving  job  base  kept  the  area  from  attracting 
immigrants  during  the  late  19th  and  20th  century 
surges  in  population.  Though  unable  to  produce  one 
major  community,  its  population  has  grown  slowly 
and  steadily,  largely  in  response  to  the  area’s  resort 
potential.  Unfortunately  the  economy,  as  a result,  is 
decidedly  seasonal  and  still  precarious,  and  its 
technical  and  financial  resources  for  attracting  new 
job  opportunities  are  limited. 

During  the  last  several  decades,  the  economic 


eclipse  of  coal  mining  has  forced  the  remainder  of  the 
Northeast  District,  the  anthracite  area  (which 
includes  Luzerne,  Lackawanna,  Carbon  and 
Schuylkill  Counties),  to  undergo  a major 
restructuring.  The  area,  had  it  not  been  for 
anthracite,  would  undoubtedly  be  as  sparsely 
populated  as  adjacent  sections  of  the  Poconos.  Today 
approximately  49  percent  of  the  district’s  population 
live  within  the  forty-mile  long  area  stretching  from 
Forest  City  in  Lackawanna  County  through  the 
Lackawanna  and  Wyoming  Valleys  to  Nanticoke  in 
Luzerne  County.  Once  dominated  by  mining  interests 
and  known  as  the  home  of  anthracite,  the  district  has 
been  left  a rich  heritage,  as  well  as  a legacy  of 
perplexing  problems.  The  population  of  the  district 
peaked  in  1930  at  1,118,580,  with  the  1970 
population  less  than  80  percent  of  that  level. 
Population  losses  were  curbed  only  by  improved 
economic  opportunities.  It  has  been  a slow  process 
of  building  a new  economy  to  replace  anthracite  mining, 
a process  that  is  not  complete,  but  is  well  underway. 
The  apparel  industry  has  replaced  mining,  to  a large 
degree,  in  importance,  but  despite  the  heavy  con- 
centration no  single  industry  or  pair  of  industries 
dominates  like  coal  mining  and  railroading  had  before. 

Today  the  positive  benefits  of  a highly 
diversified  regional  economy  are  offset  only  by  the 
heavy  concentration  of  low-wage  paying  industries.  In 
addition.  Northeast  Pennsylvania  has  become  a major 
recreation  and  tourism  center  and  center  for 
manufacturing,  distribution  and  commerce.  The 
development  of  a network  of  major  highways  has 
made  recreation  and  tourism  the  district’s  fastest 
growing  industry  and  has  opened  the  region  for 
location  of  new  firms. 

Tropical  Storm  Agnes  in  June,  1972  had  a 
devastating  impact  upon  the  district’s  economy. 
Almost  25,000  dwelling  units  and  hundreds  of 
businesses  were  destroyed  or  damaged.  Also 
tremendous  damage  resulted  to  roads,  public 
facilities,  utilities  and  educational  institutions,  as  well 
as  disrupting  agriculture  and  tourism.  The  Wyoming 
Valley  and  especially  Wilkes-Barre  and  the  urban 
areas  of  the  region  were  particularly  hard  hit. 
Unemployment  soared;  the  unemployment  rate  in 
Wilkes-Barre  in  June,  1972  was  33.2  percent.  Decent 
housing,  in  short  supply  before  the  flood,  became 
extremely  scarce.  The  traditional  problems  were 
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multiplied  and  continuing  recovery  efforts  will  be  one 
of  the  greatest  problems  for  the  district. 

The  need  for  adequate  housing  has  been  a 
problem  exacerbated  by  the  flood  of  last  June.  The 
Wyoming  Valley,  where  80  percent  of  the  units  were 
buUt  prior  to  1940,  in  particular,  faces  an  urgent 
housing  crisis.  There  is  an  immediate  need  for  at  least 
5,000  additional  housing  units  for  the  area.  A 
demand  for  multi-family  and  single-family  housing 
also  exists  in  other  parts  of  the  region.  Adequate 
housing  has  proved  to  be  a requirement  in  any 
aggressive  development  program.  Lack  of  suitable 
housing  is  a deterrent  to  the  location  of  large  growth 
industries. 

Community  leadership  has  also  been 
characterized  as  a serious  problem  for  the  region.  A 
commonly-held  behef  appears  to  be  that  public 
officials  are  not  as  effective  as  they  might  be.  Too 
many  local  governments  with  overlapping 
jurisdictions  and  inefficient  services  add  to  the 
problem.  The  fragmented  and  independent  structure 
of  local  government  has  produced  a lack  of 
confidence  in  the  manner  it  operates.  The  absence  of 
community  planning  in  many  areas  of  the  region  has 
been  an  additional  cause  for  concern.  The  decadence 
of  older  urban  areas,  the  uncontrolled  growth  in 
outlying  communities  and  a large  growth  in  second 
homes  has  contributed  to  the  region’s  concern. 
Ironically,  perhaps  the  June  Flood  may  provide  a 
basis  for  cooperation  among  municipalities  thereby 
strengthening  the  ability  of  local  government  to 
develop  a multi-jurisdictional  approach  to  area 
problems  and  also  make  local  government  more 
responsive  to  district  problems. 

Insufficient  employment  opportunities,  low 
levels  of  per  capita  income  and  the  outmigration  of  a 
quality  labor  force  are  still  major  problems  for  the 
district.  The  lack  of  high-wage-paying,  skilled  jobs 
and  the  seasonal  character  of  employment  in  some 
areas  are  usually  attributed  as  causes  for  many 
persons  to  leave  the  region.  Attempts  have  been  made 
to  revitalize  the  district’s  economy  and  such  efforts 
have  alleviated,  to  a degree,  the  severity  of  the 
problem. 

Environmental  issues  have  become  a growing 
concern  for  the  residents  of  certain  areas  of  the 
district.  In  the  Poconos,  many  residents  feel  the  area 
is  growing  too  fast,  in  comparison  with  the  resources 
of  the  area.  The  desire  to  retain  the  undeveloped 
character  of  the  area  and  control  physical 
development  are  major  concerns  in  the  area.  For  the 
coal  mining  area,  the  visual  appearance  of  the 
communities  is  also  a problem.  The  scars  of  mining, 
are  a constant  reminder  of  the  need  to  protect  and 


preserve  the  natural  environment.  Air  and  water 
pollution  also  add  to  the  problem. 

NORTHERN  TIER  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 

Noted  for  its  agricultural  heritage,  the  Northern 
Tier  is  a sparsely  settled  five-county  area  with  no 
community  of  10,000  population  or  more.  It  is  the 
most  sparsely  settled  district  in  the  State  with  a 
density  of  only  39  persons  per  square  mile.  Farming 
has  been  and  continues  to  be  an  important 
component  of  the  region’s  economy.  Surprisingly 
farming  has  never  supported  a major  trading  center  in 
the  region.  No  market  town  blossomed  into  an 
employment  center  with  manufacturing,  commercial 
services  and  the  professional  and  cultural  attractions 
that  develop  in  a larger  community.  Also  unlike  some 
areas  of  Pennsylvania,  no  mineral  strikes  brought  an 
economic  boom  and  lumbering  failed  to  produce  an 
important  town,  even  though  two-thirds  of  the  region 
is  covered  with  commercial  forests.  Inaccessibility 
further  limited  the  growth  of  larger  urban  centers. 
The  economic  and  social  functions  so  important  to  an 
urban  area  were  performed  by  cities  north  and  south 
of  the  district. 

As  recently  as  1950,  the  district’s  major 
employer  was  still  agriculture.  The  switch  from 
farming  to  manufacturing  occurred  between  1950 
and  1960.  Yet  the  population  today  remains 
four-fifths  rural.  This  rural  population  is  composed  of 
mainly  non-farm  residents  that  live  on  former  farms 
and  now  work  in  industry.  Because  of  improvements 
in  the  area’s  highway  system  many  persons  commute 
beyond  county  lines  to  jobs.  For  example, 
Susquehanna  County  has  a net  commutation  of  — 
3,209  workers  with  approximately  25  percent 
travelling  into  New  York  State  for  jobs. 

The  lack  of  sufficient  employment  opportunities 
in  the  area,  the  low  level  of  per  capita  income  and  the 
out-migration  of  quality  labor  are  major  problems  in 
the  area.  There  also  exists  little  diversification  in  the 
industrial  base.  In  Montrose  when  1,000  jobs  were 
lost  at  an  aircraft  parts  factory  almost  one-half  of  the 
Economic  Activity  Area’s  labor  force  was  affected. 
Labor  participation  by  women  is  also  high  (43%)  in 
this  Economic  Activity  Area  suggesting  that  men 
commute,  some  to  jobs  outside  the  district  in  such 
areas  as  Binghamton,  New  York. 

A deficiency  in  medical  facilities  and  services 
also  presents  a problem,  especially  in  areas  without  a 
large  urban  center.  Sullivan  County,  for  example,  has 
only  three  doctors;  a poor  distribution  of  physicians 
exists  throughout  the  district.  A hospital  renovation 
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in  Wellsboro  should  provide  some  relief  in  Tioga 
County,  but  is  is  not  completed  or  in  operation.  The 
need  for  local  clinics  and  visiting  nurses’  services  is 
felt  an  obvious  need  in  this  district  by  its  residents. 

Highways  are  a priority  issue  for  the  region. 
Improved  higliways  in  the  form  of  access  roads  to 
industrial  and  recreational  areas,  by-passes  around 
activity  centers  and  cross-country  routes  are 
important.  Industrial  access  is  particularly  needed  in 
areas  where  potential  exists  for  industry.  Also 
because  of  the  considerable  commuting  by  local 
residents  and  as  an  aid  in  opening  the  recreation 
potential  of  the  district,  good  highways  are  necessary. 

To  remedy  environmental  problems  in  the 
district  additional  sewer  lines  and  treatment  plants 
are  needed.  Twenty  communities  have  been  cited  or 
will  be  by  the  Commonwealth  for  stream  pollution 
since  tlie  beginning  of  1972  and  ordered  to  provide 
suitable  treatment.  Both  residential  and  industrial 
sectors  are  responsible  for  water  poUution.  Treatment 
facilities  are  needed  to  retain  the  existing  industrial 
base  and  to  provide  a basis  for  future  growth. 
Dushore,  Hallstead,  Wellsboro,  Elkland  and 
Tunkhannock  all  require  improved  sewage  facilities. 
A related  problem  in  some  of  the  conomic  activity 
areas  is  the  provision  of  adequate  water  supplies. 
Expanded  water  systems  are  also  necessary  to  meet 
expanding  industrial  development  needs.  The  location 
of  a new  paper  mill  with  1,500  jobs  has  made  the 
Tunkhannock  water  system  inadequate. 

The  flood  of  last  summer  has  also  contributed  to 
environmental  and  housing  problems  of  the  region.  In 
the  Athens  area  when  the  dikes  broke,  housing  and 
the  water  distribution  system  were  affected.  Also 
increased  problems  of  land  erosion  and  sedimentation 
also  occurred  as  a result  of  the  June  Flood. 

Educational  and  cultural  opportunities  in  the 
area  are  also  important  issues.  Because  of  the  rural 
nature  of  the  population,  educational  and  cultural 
activities  which  are  dependent  upon  a population 
concentration  have  not  blossomed.  The  district  has 
only  one  four-year  college,  one  junior  coOege  and  no 
community  colleges  or  vocational  educational 
facilities. 

Because  of  a scattered  population  and  limited 
resources,  the  Northern  Tier  Regional  Planning  and 
Development  Commission  recognizes  the  need  for 
greater  investment  in  order  to  develop.  The  pursuit  of 
viable  economic  development  and  the  awareness  of 
the  importance  of  a sound  investment  strategy  to 
accomplish  its  objectives  are  necessary.  The 
foundation  for  a better  future  is  being  laid  and  its 
residents  are  dedicated  to  continued  efforts  for 
regional  improvement. 


SUSQUEHANNA  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 

The  Susquehanna  District  is  an  11 -county  area 
that  lies  in  the  geographic  heart  of  Pennsylvania. 
Small  cities  located  in  beautiful  river  valleys  reflect 
settlement  patterns  based  on  the  productivity  of  the 
soU,  mineral  riches  below  the  surface  and  the 
transportation  connections  which  made  it  profitable 
to  exploit  these  riches.  Today,  the  economy  of  the 
region  is  only  remotely  connected  to  the  past. 
Agriculture  which  brought  most  of  the  early  settlers, 
soon  gave  way  to  the  iron,  mining  and  lumber 
industries  as  major  sources  of  employment. 
Eventually  manufacturing  became  the  source  of 
employment  for  workers  displaced  when  these  earlier 
industries  started  to  decline. 

In  the  district’s  early  history,  the  wide,  shallow 
Susquehanna  River  was  the  dominant  path  of  all 
forms  of  transportation.  Canals,  railroads  and 
subsequent  modes  of  transportation  followed  the 
beds  of  the  rivers  and  its  tributaries.  Geography 
largely  explains  the  growth  and  development  of 
communities  of  the  district. 

The  central  location  rather  than  accessibility  of 
State  College  prompted  the  development  of  the 
Pennsylvania  State  University.  The  impact  of  the 
University  on  the  community’s  economy  has  been 
considerable.  With  most  of  the  residents 
university-connected,  the  side  effects  of  an 
educational  elite  have  been  profound.  Research  and 
development  companies,  as  a result,  are  becoming  a 
basis  of  new  employment  opportunities. 

Williamsport,  once  the  lumber  capital  of  the 
Nation,  is  the  region’s  only  large  city  and  certainly  its 
most  thriving  industrial  center  with  its  desirable 
mixture  of  manufacturing  enterprises.  Enhanced  by 
excellent  transportation  facilities,  it  is  a 
manufacturing,  transportation,  educational  and  social 
center.  In  contrast,  Shamokin  and  Mount  Carmel  in 
the  southeastern  part  of  the  region  are  towns  whose 
histories  are  interwoven  with  the  fortunes  of 
anthracite.  Despite  the  decline  of  the  coal  industry, 
they  remain  substantial  communities  and  have  made 
tremendous  efforts  to  overcome  the  blighting  effects 
of  coal  mining. 

The  effect  of  Tropical  Storm  Agnes  in  1972  on 
river  communities  such  as  Lock  Haven  and 
Lewistown  was  devastating.  Wlien  the  Renova  River 
at  Lock  Haven  crested,  some  areas  of  the  community 
were  under  13  feet  of  water.  The  Piper  Aircraft 
Corporation  sustained  more  than  $20  million  in  Hood 
losses.  Farm  and  crop  damages  totaled  an  additional 
$2  million.  Lewistown  on  the  Juniata  River  was  also 
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hit  especiaUy  hard,  with  more  than  2,000  homes 
damaged.  The  shutdown  of  the  American  Viscose 
Division  of  FMC  Corporation  (with  its  $22  million 
annual  payroll)  as  a result  of  the  flood  was  a 
substantial  blow  to  the  community’s  economy. 
Drawing  its  2,000  employees  from  a 5-county  labor 
pool,  9 percent  of  the  labor  force  was  affected  and 
unemployment  soared. 

The  multiplicity  of  governments  (500)  with 
limited  financial  resources,  professional  staffs  and 
geographical  bases  is  a problem.  In  most  instances 
poorly  equipped,  these  numerous  units  of 
government  are  unable  to  cope  with  the  area’s 
problems  and  grasp  opportunities  as  they  arise. 
Community  leaders,  as  a result,  are  sometimes 
frustrated  in  attempts  to  deal  with  the  serious 
problems  of  their  areas.  Simplification  of  the  local 
governmental  organizational  structure  would  alleviate 
this,  and  by  delegating  more  powers  and 
responsibilities  to  county  governments  also 
strengthen  them.  Leadership  training  would  be 
another  significant  step  toward  improving 
governmental  capabilities. 

Efforts  to  assist  the  multi-problem  family  and 
individual  climb  from  a state  of  dependency  and 
neglect  into  a self-reliant,  self-supporting,  dignified 
role  in  society  are  needed.  More  than  65,000  persons 
were  classified  as  poor  by  the  1970  census.  The 
majority  of  these  persons  reside  in  the  economic 
activity  areas  of  Sunbury  (15,159),  Shamokin 
(14,961),  State  College-Bellefonte  (12,271),  and 
Wilhamsport  (7,717).  Yet,  only  5,500  families  at  the 
time  received  public  welfare  assistance,  suggesting 
that  many  persons  who  need  help  are  not  being 
assisted  by  public  assistance  programs.  A human 
service  center  designed  to  seek  out  and  assist 
disadvantaged  individuals  would  be  a vital  step  in 
combating  the  situation. 

The  lack  of  adequate  housing  is  a serious 
problem  in  the  district.  Tropical  Storm  Agnes 
damages  in  the  amount  of  $200  million  further 
aggravated  the  critical  housing  problem  that  existed 
prior  to  the  flood.  Although  poor  housing  is  found 
mostly  in  the  larger  urban  areas,  the  less  urban  and 
rural  areas  have  their  share  of  housing  units  that  are 
below  standard  due  to  structural  and  plumbing 
definciencies.  The  percentage  of  Philipsburg, 
Marysville  and  Lewistown  Economic  Activity  Areas’ 
housing  units  without  plumbing  in  1970  was  12.4 
percent,  9.4  percent  and  6.7  percent  respectively, 
compared  to  a State  average  of  3.5  percent.  To 
increase  the  supply  of  unsubsidized  single-family  and 
multi-family  housing,  new  housing  is  needed.  The 
proposal  for  the  creation  of  a supply  of  fully 


improved  housing  sites  which  would  reduce  the 
working  capital  requirements  of  builders  and 
introduce  competrtive  pricing  into  a very  scarce 
commodity,  building  lots,  is  under  consideration. 

The  lack  oLemployrnent  opportunities  is  also  a 
serious  problem  in  the  district.  Unemployment  for 
April,  1973  was  as  high  as  9.5  percent  in  the 
Lewistown  J^bor  Market  Area,  compared  to  4.2 
percent  Statewide.  Other  LMA’s  with  high 
unemployment  are  Lock  Haven-Renovo  (6.7 
percent),  Berwick-Bloomsburg  (6.7  percent)  and 
Sunbury-Shamokin-Mt.  Carmel  (5.4  percent). 
Particularly  disturbing  are  the  unemployment  rates 
among  youths  16  to  21  years  old  who  have  dropped 
out  of  school.  Approximately  1,200  youths  in  this 
gategory  were  unemployed  in  the  district  with  rates 
as  high  as  20-30  percent  in  some  areas  (Philipsburg 
and  Renovo). 

To  increase  job  opportunities  in  the  district,  the 
SEDA -COG  has  sponjored  the  Susquenita  Tourist 
Cx)uncil,  in  £)rder  to  develop  the  tourism  potential  of 
the  district,  and  is  considering  construction  of  an 
industrial  development  center,  in  order  to  promote 
growth  of  manufacturing  industries  and  commerce. 
Sewerage  and  solid  waste  projects  will  also  benefit 
manufacturers  and  should  be  an  important  asset  in 
retaining  present  . employers  and  attracting 
prospective  employers. 

Realizing  the  need  for  primary  health  care 
services,  principally  in  rural  areas,  the  district  has 
been  designated  as  the  demonstration  area  for  Section 
202  funding.  En^hasis  had  been  placed  on 
strengthening  the  operations  of  existing  primary 
health  care  centers,  ^qd  efforts  are  being  made  to 
assist  in  the  establishment  of  additional  centers  to 
further  expand  the  heahh  care  delivery  system.  These 
health  care  centers  have  successfully  provided  a focal 
point  for  medical  services,  health  care  facilities  and 
delivery  systems  which  will  provide  ultimately 
continuity  of  care  throughout  the  district. 

SOUTHERN  ALLEGHENIES  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 

Growing  and  “TTOspering  under  the  economic 
influence  of  steel  production,  mining  and  railroads, 
the  history  of  the  SJputhern  Alleghenies  district  is 
deeply  intertwined  in  the  evolution  of  the  United 
States  as  an  industrial  leader.  Once  dominated  by  the 
presence  of  heavy  industry,  the  district’s  image 
remains,  but  has  been  dulled  as  its  traditional  sources 
of  employment  have  been  affected  by  technical 
innovations  and  the  automobile. 

More  than  half  of  the  population  of  this 
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six-county  district  live  in  Cambria  and  Blair  Counties 
where  Johnstown  and  Altoona,  the  district’s  two 
major  urban  centers,  are  the  focus  of  most  economic, 
industrial  and  social  activity.  Growing  because  of  its 
proximity  to  both  iron  and  coal,  Johnstown  today 
remains  dependent  upon  steel  as  its  major  industry 
with  Bethlehem  Steel  and  U.  S.  Steel  the  largest  such 
firms  employing  in  1972  more  than  10,000  persons. 
Altoona,  founded  by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad,  is 
the  other  dominant  center  of  the  district.  A railroad 
town,  its  growth  and  prosperity  came  early  and 
quickly.  The  transportation  industry  which  once 
dominated  its  employment  picture  has  dwindled  to 
less  than  5,000  employees.  With  new  transportation 
routes  which  could  be  charted  over  steeper  grades 
plus  the  introduction  of  the  automobile  and  new 
technical  innovations  in  industry,  the  key  positions  of 
the  two  cities  have  gradually  been  undermined. 

Farming  plays  an  important  role  in  the 
remainder  of  the  rural  counties  but  to  a lessening 
degree.  Gradually  as  small,  uneconomical  farms  are 
being  consolidated  into  larger  units  and 
mechanization  introduced,  more  of  the  population  is 
turning  away  from  agriculture  as  the  main  source  of 
income,  although  many  continue  to  live  in  farm 
houses.  Despite  the  rural  cast  of  Bedford,  Fulton, 
Huntingdon  and  Somerset  Counties,  many  residents 
commute  to  non-agricultural  jobs. 

Because  of  narrow  and  specialized  economic 
bases  concentrated  in  slow  growth  and  declining 
industries,  local  communities  have  been  unable  to 
provide  increased  economic  opportunities  for  their 
residents.  Unemployment  of  both  cyclical  and 
structural  nature  remains  a pressing  problem.  The 
unemployment  rates  of  all  the  Labor  Market  Areas  in 
the  district  in  April,  1973  were  equal  or  greater  than 
the  State  average  of  4.2  percent,  with  approximately 
70  percent  of  those  unemployed  residing  in  the 
Altoona  and  Johnstown  Economic  Activity  Areas. 

Changes  in  the  district’s  employment  pattern 
were  dramatic  and  abrupt  for  people  who  had 
devoted  their  lives  to  skills  no  longer  in  demand. 
Because  of  the  insufficiency  of  employment 
opportunities  in  the  district,  a large  number  of  people 
chose  to  leave  the  area.  Half  of  the  economic  activity 
areas  between  1960  and  1970  lost  population.  The 
outmigration  of  its  quality  labor  force  has  had  a 
substantial  impact  on  the  economic  climate  as  a 
whole.  Recently,  the  conviction  existed  that  the 
worst  was  over  and  that  the  industrial  base  had 
completed  automation  and  its  economic  adjustment. 
However,  Johnstown  is  faced  at  present  with  another 
crisis:  the  phasing  out  of  some  of  Bethlehem  Steel 
facilities  and  the  loss  of  4,700  jobs. 


Johnstown  and  Altoona  at  (me  time  found 
themselves  bypassed  by  modern  highways  like  the 
Lincoln  Highway  and,  later,  the  Pennsylvania 
Turnpike.  But  now  in  recent  years  this  deficiency  is 
being  remedied:  US  219  is  completed  to  Lbensburg 
and  US  220  which  links  with  Interstate  80  and  L S 
440  is  being  improved.  Improvements  in 
transportation  access  are  necessary,  in  order  for  the 
region  to  grow  and  provide  an  attractive  location  for 
prospective  industrial  development.  Access  to 
individual  sites  is  also  an  important  element  in  the 
region’s  transportation  needs. 

Housing  is  also  a serious  problem  for  the  region. 
The  housing  stock  is  predominantly  old  and  is  subject 
to  a number  of  structural  and  plumbing  deficiencies. 
All  the  economic  activity  areas  in  1970  exceeded  the 
State  average  of  3.5  percent  of  housing  units  without 
plumbing.  Spangler,  Meyersdale  and  McConnellsburg 
all  had  10  percent  or  more  of  their  housing  units 
without  plumbing;  the  problem  exists  a lesser  degree 
in  the  remainder  of  the  economic  activity  areas.  The 
need  for  more  housing  of  better  quality  is  an 
important  concern  for  the  district. 

The  effectiveness  of  community  leadership  is 
also  a problem  for  the  district.  Limited  financial 
resources  and  small  or  non-existent  professional  staffs 
frustrate  attempts  to  solve  area  problems. 
Recognizing  these  problems,  community  leaders  are 
attempting  to  correct  them.  Sustained  efforts  to 
improve  the  local  economic,  political  and  social 
conditions  must  continue  in  order  to  alleviate  the 
problems  of  the  past. 

In  order  to  solve  problems  in  one  area  of  human 
resources,  the  district  has  been  designated  a 
demonstration  area  for  increased  efforts  in  child 
development  programs.  Emphasis  has  been  placed  on 
continuing  the  operation  of  already  existing 
comprehensive  day  care  centers.  The  success  in 
implementing  such  programs  in  the  district  has 
demonstrated  the  role  of  such  programs  as  one 
valuable  solution  to  problems  in  this  area. 

NORTH  CENTRAL  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 

A visually  sparse  area  where  forest 
predominates.  North  Central  Pennsylvania  is  a district 
of  successive  rugged,  wooded  scenes  disrupted  only 
occasionally  by  the  harsh  intrusion  of  strip  mining.  A 
remote  area,  the  district  was  originally  settled  by 
timbermen,  foDowed  by  farmers  and  later  by  drillers 
and  miners.  With  the  exception  of  farmers,  these 
early  settlers  brought  little  stability.  Yet  in  the 
majority  of  the  district,  farmers  did  not  follow  the 
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lumberjacks  and  oO  men.  The  poor  soil  and  the  short 
growing  season  discouraged  early  settlers  and  make 
agriculture  generally  unprofitable  today. 

The  forests  once  cut  were  not  replaced  with 
either  farms  or  new  trees  but  left  stripped,  as  the 
towns  buUt  to  serve  lumbermen  slowly  evolved  into 
settlements  with  other  economic  interests.  In  the 
1920s  systematic  reforestation  created  the  Allegheny 
National  Forest,  which  includes  240,000  acres  in 
McKean  and  Elk  Counties  with  the  State  having  an 
additional  slightly  larger  amount.  As  a result,  a 
relatively  large  amount  of  the  district  is  publicly 
owned  and  managed  for  sustained  lumber  production. 
Encompassing  the  State’s  largest  oil  field,  the 
district’s  resource  of  oil  is  important.  Though  many 
wells  are  marginal,  the  high  quality  and  proximity  to 
local  refineries  has  maintained  high  prices.  Strip 
mining,  an  economic  boon  and  an  aesthetic  liability, 
has  made  Clearfield  County  Pennsylvania’s  leading 
county  in  open-pit  mining  production. 

The  district’s  rural  character  is  suggested  by  its 
smaU  population.  Its  largest  settlement,  Bradford,  had 
only  a population  of  12,672  in  1970.  The  area  has 
always  been  rural  and  the  prospects  are  that  it  will 
remain  so.  The  population  is  dispersed  and  many 
areas  have  lost  population.  Today’s  tendency  is  to 
equate  progress  with  growth.  Yet  many  of  the 
district’s  communities  have  experienced  steady 
economic  advancement  concurrent  with  population 
losses.  Sources  of  employment  today  has  little 
relevence  to  the  district’s  natural  resources.  Timber, 
crude  petroleum  and  coal  have  long  lost  economic 
dominance.  More  and  more  manufacturing  plants, 
many  small,  have  sprung  up  in  the  district. 

Never  before  blessed  with  being  on  a major 
transportation  route  and  unable  to  fuUy  exploit  its 
natural  resources,  the  North  Central  region  is  notable 
because  it  has  prospered  without  the  advantages  of  a 
major  highway.  Today  with  Interstate  80,  the 
Shortway,  those  areas  most  isolated  have  the  most  to 
gain  in  terms  of  accessibility.  With  its  tremendous 
recreation  potential,  services  for  tourism  may  prove 
to  be  a “sleeper”  industry  for  the  district. 

Far  from  industrial  metropolitan  centers  such  as 
Erie,  Pittsburgh,  and  Buffalo,  New  York,  the  district 
has  had  difficulty  in  building  its  economic  base  as  an 
industrial  center.  As  a result,  lack  of  employment 
opportunities  is  a serious  problem.  Its  manufacturing 
industry  is  dominated  by  slow  or  moderate  growth 
industry  which  are  unable  to  expand  sufficiently  to 
provide  the  necessary  jobs.  Unless  new  and  fast 
growth  industry  locates,  outmigration  of  skilled  labor 
will  continue.  The  April,  1973  unemployment  rates 


for  all  but  one  of  the  district’s  Labor  Market  Areas 
are  greater  than  the  State  average  of  4.2  percent. 
Probably  as  a direct  result  of  lack  of  employment 
opportunities,  eight  of  the  district’s  ten  economic 
activity  areas  lost  population  between  1960  and 
1970.  Clearfield,  Punxsutawney  and  Bradford,  for 
example,  had  losses  in  population  of  13.5  percent, 
10.6  percent  and  7.2  percent  respectively. 

Housing  is  another  serious  problem  for  the  area. 
The  housing  stock  is  relatively  old  and  a shortage  of 
good  housing  exists.  This  need  has  proved  to  be  a 
deterrent  to  the  district’s  future  growth.  The  area  has 
been  unable  to  attract  and  retain  technically  trained 
and  management  personnel  because  of  this  shortage. 

The  district’s  winding  roads,  many  in  poor 

condition,  have  had  a definite  effect  upon  the 
mobility  of  the  region’s  residents.  Only  1-80 

transversing  Clearfield  and  Jefferson  Counties  in  the 
southern  parts  of  the  district  provides  modern 

high-speed  ground  transportation  to  the  area. 
Accessibility  is  an  important  ingredient  to  this  area’s 
development.  Its  potential  for  tourism  and  recreation 
are  dependent  upon  ease  and  safety  of  travel.  Without 
this  fundamental  convenience,  the  district  will 
continue  unable  to  fully  exploit  its  potential. 

The  district’s  lack  of  urbanization  or  large 

population  centers  has,  besides  being  unable  to 
support  sophisticated  industrial  and  large  commercial 
firms,  also  hampered  development  of  suitable  health 
services  and  facilities.  Increased  efficiency  in  the 
provision  of  health  services,  upgraded  hospital 
facilities  and  clinics  and  increased  health  manpower 
for  the  district  are  essential. 

NORTHWESTERN  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 

Variety  predominates  in  the  Northwest.  Its 
variety  is  reflected  in  the  character  of  its  boundaries: 
industrialized  Youngstown,  Ohio  to  the  west.  Lake 
Erie  and  rural  western  New  York  State  to  the  north, 
forested  McKean  and  Elk  Counties  to  the  east,  and 
the  bituminous  coal  and  industrial  valleys  of 
Pittsburgh  to  the  south.  Forestry,  dairying, 
steel-making  and  fruit  orchards  provide  a firm  base 
for  the  Northwest’s  economy.  Much  of  the  district’s 
resilency  is,  no  doubt,  attributable  to  the  nature  of  its 
economy. 

The  population  of  the  district  is  unevenly 
distributed  with  major  urban  concentrations  in  Erie, 
New  Castle  and  Sharon/Farrell.  Internal  shifts 
promise  continued  urban  growth  as  more  farms  are 
consolidated  and  farming  families  move  to  urban  area 
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in  search  of  employment.  Erie,  the  third  largest  city 
in  the  Commonwealth,  has  long  been  a dominant 
influence  on  the  Northeast  section  of  the  State. 
Unique  among  Pennsylvania’s  cities,  it  is  the  State's 
only  port  on  the  Great  Lakes  and  its  juncture  for 
railroads  and  highways  gives  it  a strategic 
transportation  advantage.  It  is  also  the  home  of  a 
number  of  the  district’s  more  than  a dozen  colleges. 
These  facilities  are  a major  asset  to  the  economic  and 
social  development  of  the  district. 

Heavily  forested  counties  in  the  east  and  farms 
in  the  west  equally  divide  the  rural  sections,  of  the 
Northwest  between  farms  and  forests.  Forest  County, 
as  the  name  implies,  is  nine-tenths  commercial  forest 
and  the  Allegheny  National  Forest  is  the  largest  tract 
of  forest  land  in  Pennsylvania  managed  for  sustained 
timber  production.  In  contrast  to  the  eastern  part  of 
the  district,  the  west  is  farmed.  Dairying  and  a small 
band  of  orchards  and  vineyards  flourish  in  the  face  of 
an  agricultural  squeeze  which  has  resulted  in  a 
substantial  decline  in  tillable  acreage. 

The  district  problem  of  most  concern  is  the  lack 
of  adequate  housing  stock,  especially  of  the 
non-subsidized  single  family  variety  for  middle  and 
upper  income  families.  This  inadequate  housing 
supply  has,  as  a result,  hampered  efforts  to  attract 
highly  skdled  industries  because  of  the  scarcity  of 
suitable  housing  for  their  employees.  For  example,  in 
the  Corry-Union  City  area  84  percent  of  the  housing 
stock  was  built  prior  to  1939.  In  Union  City,  26 
percent  of  the  units  lack  central  heating.  In  the  Jenks 
Economic  Activity  Area  almost  12  percent  of  the 
housing  units  do  not  have  plumbing. 

Another  major  problem  which  has  hampered 
efforts  at  industrial  development  has  been  the  lack  of 
basic  sewer  and  water  facilities.  In  the  Erie  area, 
thirteen  communities  need  sewer  improvements.  The 
need  for  these  basic  utilities  has  limited  the  selection 
of  industrial  sites  and  has  discouraged  new  industry 
or  prevented  the  planned  expansion  of  existing 
industries. 

The  current  proposed  abandonment  of  various 
freight  rail  lines  has  presented  an  immediate  problem 
to  the  transportation  needs  of  the  district. 
Discontinuation  of  rail  links  in  Corry  will  have  a 
tremendous  impact  upon  industrial  development, 
particularly  for  those  enterprises  requiring  the 
shipment  of  bulk  commodities.  In  the  Meadville  area, 
the  bankruptcy  of  the  Erie-Lackawanna  Railroad  will 
idle  some  800  persons.  These  developments  will,  no 
doubt,  have  a chilling  effect  on  the  industrial  growth 
of  these  and  other  areas.  The  need  for  rail 
transportation  and  supplemental  highway  access  to 
industrial  sites  is  of  essential  concern  in  this  region. 


Health  care  services  and  facilities  is  a 
particularly  urgent  problem  to  the  Clarion  area.  The 
county  has  the  higliest  physician-patient  ratio  m the 
region  with  one  doctor  per  9,604  patients,  as 
contrasted  to  one  doctor  per  1 ,335  for  the  region  and 
one  doctor  per  818  for  the  Nation.  Improved  health 
care  delivery  systems  and  greater  availability  of  health 
care  systems  are  needed  in  the  rural  areas  of  the 
region.  The  less  densely  populated  counties, 
especially  in  the  East,  are  unable  to  compete  with  the 
other  more  urban  counties  of  the  region  in  the 
attraction  of  skilled  medical  personnel. 

The  large  percentage  of  persons  employed  in 
manufacturing  (40.1  percent)  has  contributed  to  a 
resilient  economy  and  leadership  in  industrial 
expansion.  Unfortunately  because  of  the  existence  of 
a highly  technical  industrial  base  requiring  skilled 
workers,  the  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts 
unemployed  is  relatively  high  for  the  region.  The 
economic  activity  areas  of  Oil  City,  Clarion  and 
Grove  City  all  have  in  excess  of  20  percent  of  their 
males  16-21  years  old  high  school  dropouts 
unemployed  or  not  in  the  labor  force.  Frustrating  any 
solution  is  the  fact  that  Clarion  County  is  the  only 
county  in  the  region  not  served  by  a 
vocational-technical  school. 

Goals  for  the  Northwest  Pennsylvania  are  those 
of  improved  physical  development  and  transportation 
facilities,  especially  housing,  utilities  and  the 
preservation  and  improvement  of  rail  services. 
Economic  development  and  growth  can  only  be 
sustained  with  the  provision  of  necessary  support 
facilities.  The  resultant  industrial  growth  should  have 
a noticeable  impact  in  curtailing  secondary  problems 
of  out-migration  and  poor  employment  opportunities 
and  promise  continued  increased  economic  prosperity 
for  the  district. 

SOUTHWESTERN  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT 

Owing  its  rich  industrial  heritage  to  coal  and 
iron  and  its  existence,  if  not  survival,  to  its  rivers. 
Southwestern  Pennsylvania  has  built  its  national 
dominance  upon  an  exploitation  of  abundant  supplies 
of  natural  resources.  Yet  just  as  steel-making  and  coal 
thrust  the  region  into  a leading  industrial  role,  the 
subsequent  innovations  in  technology  assured  their 
eclipse.  Technological  developments  seemed  to 
encourage  the  dispersal  of  steel  mills  and  fewer 
industrial  location  decisions  were  dependent  upon 
coal  supplies.  The  new  demands  of  technology  and 
the  eclipse  of  coal  mining  have  made  the  district  one 
of  transition. 
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Composed  of  nine  counties,  the  district  has  its 
heart  in  the  great  urban  center  of  Pittsburgh,  largest 
city  in  Appalachia  and  second  largest  city  in 
Pennsylvania.  Yet  the  dominance  of  Pittsburgh  and 
Allegheny  County  can  be  misleading.  The  urban 
character  of  these  areas  contrasts  sliarply  with  the 
remainder  of  the  district  which  is  comprised  of  many 
small  towns,  ranging  in  size  from  small  farming 
communities  and  isolated  mining  villages  to  many 
medium  size  communities  which  serve  as 
manufacturing,  trade  and  governmental  centers. 

As  mentioned  earlier,  the  district’s  economic 
condition  has  historically  been,  and  still  remains, 
dependent  upon  steel  manufacture.  A slow  growth 
industry,  it  has  retained  its  existing  labor  force,  but 
has  experienced  little  expansion  in  employment.  This 
insufficiency  of  expanded  employment  opportunities 
has  had  a substantial  effect  upon  the  quality  of  life  in 
the  region.  The  associated  problems  of  lack  of 
industrial  diversification,  high  unemployment, 
outmigration  of  skilled  labor,  and  the  resultant 
problem  of  poverty  have  been  compounded  by  the 
need  for  increased  economic  development. 

In  many  economic  activity  areas  the  creation  of 
new  jobs  has  lagged  behind  the  growth  of  the  labor 
force.  Unemployment  rates  throughout  the  district 
are  relatively  high  with  the  areas  of  Kittanning, 
Latrobe  and  Uniontown,  for  example,  having  especially 
high  unemployment  rates.  As  a result,  substantial 
outmigration  of  skOled  labor  has  occurred  in  the 
region  thereby  weakening  the  quality  of  the 
remaining  labor  force  in  terms  of  age  and  skill 
composition.  The  lack  of  industrial  diversification 
and  the  effect  of  national  business  cycles  have 
emphasized  the  seasonal  and  chronic  structural 
employment  character  of  the  district.  Technological 
demands  and  skill  requirements  in  the  steel  industry, 
a major  employment  source,  support  the  need  for 
technically  qualified  personnel.  As  a result,  the 
relatively  high  percentage  of  young  male  high  school 


dropouts  unemployed  may  be  explained  to  some 
extent  by  this  high  level  of  skill  demanded.  In  the 
Washington  Economic  Activity  Area  in  1970,  22.3 
percent  of  the  male  high  school  dropouts  16-21  years 
old  were  unemployed  or  not  in  the  labor  force.  Also, 
as  a result  of  the  insufficiency  of  employment 
opportunities,  a substantial  number  of  persons,  both 
in  the  inner  city  and  the  abandoned  coal  mine  areas 
throughout  the  district,  have  incomes  below  the 
poverty  level;  in  1970,  this  segment  consisted  of 
276,1 73  persons. 

Environmental  pollution,  as  the  result  of 
concentrated  urban  settlement,  industrial 
concentration  in  major  river  valleys  and  the  increased 
use  of  the  private  automobile,  is  a serious  problem. 
Industrial  wastes,  mine  drainage  and  untreated  sewage 
pollute  most  of  the  region’s  major  rivers  and  streams. 
In  many  areas  less  than  half  of  the  housing  units  have 
public  sewer  services;  in  other  areas  sewage  treatment 
facilities  are  overloaded  and  dump  excess  sewage 
untreated. 

An  acute  shortage  of  housing,  particularly  for 
low-income  families,  has  persisted  for  many  years. 
Fifty  to  sixty  percent  of  the  existing  housing  stock 
was  built  before  1939.  A vacancy  rate  of  5 percent 
due  to  physical  deterioration  is  not  unusual  for  the 
area.  Demand  for  housing  has  not  been  adequately 
met  in  the  past  and  the  problem  remains  a serious 
obstacle  for  growth. 

Significant  efforts  in  transportation  during  the 
past  several  years  have  been  made  in  the  construction 
and  improvement  of  inter-area  arterial  highway 
systems  in  the  district.  As  a result,  a large  amount  of 
industrial  development  has  been  generated  near  these 
new  highway  networks.  Lacking,  however,  are 
highway  networks  which  would  link  the  local  areas  to 
the  arterial  systems.  The  need  for  access  roads  for 
industrial  and  commercial  sites  is  of  high  priority.  In 
the  Pittsburgh  area,  mass  transit  systems  are  necessary 
as  an  alternative  to  the  present  overloaded  and 
inadequate  circulation  system. 
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CHAPTER  3 


GENERAL  TRENDS  IN  POPULATION  AND  EMPLOYMENT 


POPULATION  GROWTH  AND  DECLINE 

IN  THE  APPALACHIAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICTS 

Reductions  in  the  rate  of  net  out-migration  over 
the  past  two  decades  have  not  resulted  in  an 
improvement  in  the  overall  rates  of  population 
growth  for  Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  Although  the 
net  out-migration  rate  for  the  Region  taken  as  a whole 
was  reduced  substantially  from  9.3  percent  in  the 
1950s  to  6.2  percent  in  the  1960s,  surprisingly,  this 
decline  in  net  out-migration  did  not  produce  any 
growth  in  population  as  measured  between  1960  and 
1970.  (Table  3.1)  On  the  contrary,  the  population 
growth  rate  decreased  from  3.5  percent  for  the 
1950-1960  period  to  zero  growth  for  the  1960  to 
1970  period.  Corresponding  growth  rates  for 
Pennsylvania  in  the  two  periods  were  7.8  percent  and 
4.2  percent. 

The  relative  slow  growth  in  population  has 
resulted  in  a decline  in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania’s 
share  of  the  State  population  from  54.2  percent  in 
1950  to  50.3  percent  in  1970.  (Table  3.2)  Thus,  by 
1970,  Appalachia’s  dominance  in  population  over  the 
remainder  of  the  State  had  all  but  disappeared. 

Important  in  explaining  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania’s  reduced  rate  of  population  growth  was 
a decline  in  the  natural  growth  rate  over  the  two 
decades.  This  resulted  from  a decrease  in  birth  rates 
and  an  increase  in  death  rates.  For  Appalachia  as  a 
whole,  the  average  annual  birth  rate  was  reduced 
from  22.1  births  per  1,000  population  in  the  1950s 
to  1 7.6  births  per  1 ,000  in  the  1 960s,  and  the  average 
death  rate  increased  slightly  from  10.5  deaths  per 
1 ,000  persons  to  1 1 .2  deaths  per  1 ,000  over  the  same 
periods.  (Figures  3.1  and  3.2)  The  decline  in  the  birth 
rate  during  these  periods  was  a result  of  a reduction 
in  the  number  of  women  age  15  to  44  years  and  a 
decUne  in  the  fertility  ratio.*  In  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania,  the  number  of  females  between  15  and 
44  years  of  age  declined  from  1,202,630  in  1950,  to 
1,198,406  in  1960  and  to  1,179,324  in  1970. 
Although  the  fertility  ratio  increased  from  48 
children  under  5 years  old  per  100  women  aged  15  to 
44  in  1950  to  52  in  1960,  there  was  a subsequent 
reduction  in  the  ratio  down  to  39  by  1970. 
Therefore,  while  the  number  of  females  in  the 


reproductive  age  groups  showed  a continual  decrease, 
it  is  the  fertility  rate  which  primarily  affected  the  rate 
of  natural  growth  in  population  for  Appalachia 
during  the  decade  from  1960  to  1970. 

Appalachian  development  districts  experiencing 
substantial  population  increases  in  the  past  two 
decades  were  the  Northern  Tier  District  and  the 
Susquehanna  District.  These  two  districts  had 
individual  growth  rates  of  3.5  percent  and  3.7  percent 
in  the  1950s,  and  6.5  percent  and  5.8  percent  in  the 
1960s,  respectively  (Table  3.3).  Net  out-migration 
rates  also  were  generally  lower  in  these  districts  than 
in  other  districts.  In  both  districts,  small  and  medium 
sized  municipalities  accounted  for  a large  portion  of 
the  population  growth. 

Three  districts  within  Appalachia,  the  Northeast 
District,  the  Southern  Alleghenies  District  and  the 
North  Central  District,  experienced  substantial 
population  declines  in  the  1950s  as  well  as  in  the 
1960s.  The  high  rate  of  population  decline  in  the 
1950s  in  the  Northeast  District  was  largely  the  result 
of  the  decline  in  mining  as  a major  industry.  This 
downward  trend  in  population  in  the  Northeast  was 
eventually  reduced  from  a 9.6  percent  loss  in  the 
1950s  to  a 1.2  percent  loss  in  the  1960s.  The  reverse 
occurred  in  the  Southern  Alleghenies  and  North 
Central  Districts  where  population  continued  to 
decline  over  the  two  decades  but  at  increasing  rates. 
These  two  districts  also  suffered  high  rates  of  net 
out-migration  in  both  decades. 

NET  MIGRATION  OF  POPULATION 

In  recent  decades,  economic  growth  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  has  generally  lagged  behind 
the  national  growth  and  has  fallen  short  of  the 
growth  rate  for  the  State  as  a whole.  Population 
movement  accompanied  Appalachia  Pennsylvania’s 
economic  setbacks.  Between  1950  and  1960, 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  lost  538,630  of  its 
population  due  to  net  out-migration.  (Table  3.1) 
Another  369,401  persons  were  lost  between  I960 
and  1970.  What  is  particularly  disturbing  is  that 
roughly  two-thirds  of  those  who  left  during  the  last 
decade  were  in  the  most  productive  age  group  from 
20  to  39  years  old. 

Despite  the  heavy  losses  that  still  occur. 


* The  tertiUty  ratio  is  the  ratio  of  number  of  children  under  5 years  old  to  the  number  of  women  between  15  and  44  years  old 
times  100. 
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TABLE  3.1 


TREND  OF  NET  MIGRATION  IN  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA,  BY 
COUNTY  AND  BY  REGION,  1950-1960  AND  1960-1970 


Pennsylvania 
Pennsylvania  Appalachia 
Northeast  Region 

Carbon  Co. 

Lackawanna  Co. 
Luzerne  Co. 

Monroe  Co. 

Pike  Co. 

Schuylkill  Co. 

Wayne  Co. 

Northern  Tier  Region 

Bradford  Co. 

Sullivan  Co. 
Susquehanna  Co. 

Tioga  Co. 

Wyoming  Co. 

Susquehanna  Region 

Centre  Co. 

Clinton  Co. 

Columbia  Co. 

Juniata  Co. 

Lycoming  Co. 

Mifflin  Co. 

Montour  Co. 
Northumberland  Co. 
Perry  Co. 

Snyder  Co. 

Union  Co. 

Southern  Alleghenies  Region 

Bedford  Co. 

Blair  Co. 

Cambria  Co. 

Fulton  Co. 

Huntingdon  Co. 
Somerset  Co. 


Net  Migration 


1950-1960 

1960-1970 

- 475,190 

- 366,710 

- 538,630 

- 369,401 

- 155,330 

- 27,296 

- 8,791 

- 3,543 

- 39,201 

- 4,255 

- 69,181 

- 11,574 

2,41 1 

3,211 

4^1 

2,659 

- 38,731 

- 14,241 

- 2,281 

447 

- 11,492 

- 3,781 

- 3,434 

- 2,600 

- 1,168 

557 

- 2,434 

- 1,368 

- 3,178 

505 

- 1,278 

- 1,249 

- 41,181 

- 11,035 

1,962 

9,394 

- 3,570 

- 2,651 

- 4,879 

981 

- 1,322 

574 

- 4,803 

- 5,577 

- 4,966 

- 3,120 

890 

- 1,300 

- 21,869 

- 8,151 

- 1,439 

245 

401 

986 

194 

1,184 

- 76,139 

- 50,160 

- 4,167 

- 4,049 

- 16,044 

- 9,014 

- 35,568 

- 27,503 

- 1,216 

864 

- 5,911 

- 3,213 

- 13,233 

- 5,517 

Net  Migration  Rate 
1950-1960  1960-1970 


- 4.0 

- 3.0 

- 9.3 

- 6.2 

- 15.9 

- 3.1 

- 14.3 

- 6.6 

- 14.3 

- 1.8 

- 16.6 

- 3.3 

6.5 

7.6 

5.1 

29.0 

- 18.3 

- 8.2 

- 7.5 

- 1.5 

- 8.1 

- 2.6 

- 5.9 

- 4.3 

- 15.7 

- 8.6 

- 6.8 

- 3.8 

- 8.0 

- 1.3 

- 7.1 

- 7.0 

- 7.9 

- 2.0 

2.6 

10.5 

- 8.7 

- 6.6 

- 8.4 

- 1.8 

- 7.7 

- 3.3 

- 4.2 

- 4.7 

- 10.1 

- 6.5 

- 5.1 

- 7.3 

- 17.4 

- 7.6 

- 5.1 

- .9 

1.6 

3.5 

.8 

4.3 

- 14.6 

- 9.8 

- 8.9 

- 8.7 

- 10.5 

- 6.2 

- 14.9 

- 12.8 

- 10.3 

- 7.4 

- 13.0 

- 7.6 

- 14.6 

- 6.8 
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TABLE  3.1  (Continued) 


Net  Migration  Net  Migration  Rate 


1950-1960 

1960-1970 

1950-1960 

1960 

■1970 

North  Centra!  Region 

- 36,327 

— 

30,399 

- 14.5 

— 

14.9 

Cameron  Co. 

730 

— 

1,142 

- 8.8 



13.9 

Clearfield  Co. 

- 14,100 

— 

12,436 

- 14.7 

— 

14.3 

Elk  Co. 

3,641 

— 

3,941 

- 8.9 

— 

9.5 

Jefferson  Co. 

- 7,250 

— 

5,210 

- 13.4 

— 

10.7 

McKean  Co. 

8,449 

— 

6,337 

- 13.4 

— 

10.9 

Potter  Co. 

- 2,157 

— 

1,333 

- 11.6 

— 

7.5 

Northwest  Region 

- 41,134 

— 

45,628 

- 6.2 

— 

6.3 

Clarion  Co. 

5,783 

— 

2,248 

- 13.4 



5.5 

Crawford  Co. 

- 9,503 

— 

1,933 

- 10.9 

— 

2.3 

Erie  Co. 

- 5,771 

— 

12,920 

- 2.3 

— 

4.7 

Forest  Co. 

807 

— 

241 

- 15.3 

— 

5.1 

Lawrence  Co. 

7,526 

— 

12,042 

- 6.3 

— 

10.1 

Mercer  Co. 

1,808 

— 

9,421 

- 1.4 

— 

6.9 

Venango  Co. 

- 8,004 

— 

6,158 

- 10.9 

— 

9.0 

Warren  Co. 

1,932 

— 

1,147 

- 4.1 

— 

2.4 

Southwest  Region 

- 177,027 

— 

201,102 

- 6.5 

— 

7.0 

Allegheny  Co. 

- 85,811 

— 

127,851 

- 5.0 

— 

7.4 

Armstrong  Co. 

- 12,005 

— 

8,885 

- 13.1 

— 

10.5 

Beaver  Co. 

- 2,225 

— 

16,040 

- 1.1 

— 

7.2 

Butler  Co. 

1,931 

— 

1,674 

- 1.7 

1.3 

Fayette  Co. 

- 40,408 

— 

22,677 

- 19.3 

— 

12.8 

Greene  Co. 

- 10,735 

— 

4,300 

- 21.4 

— 

10.7 

Indiana  Co. 

- 10,785 

— 

1,867 

- 12.5 

— 

2.3 

Washington  Co. 

- 16,775 

— 

17,571 

- 7.2 

— 

7.7 

Westmoreland  Co. 

4,664 

— 

3,585 

- 1.3 

— 

.9 

Source:  1960  and  1970  Population  Census. 


TABLE  3.2 


POPULATION  DISTRIBUTION  OF  APPALACHIA 
PENNSYLVANIA  BY  REGION,  1950,  1960  AND  1970 


1950 

1960 

1970 

Pennsylvania 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

Appalachia  Pennsylvania 

54.2 

52.5 

50.3 

Northeast  Region 

9.3 

7.8 

7.4 

Northern  Tier  Region 

1.4 

1.3 

1.3 

Susquehanna  Region 

4.9 

4.8 

4.8 

Southern  Alleghenies  Region 

5.0 

4.5 

4.2 

North  Central  Region 

2.4 

2.2 

2.0 

Northwest  Region 

6.4 

6.4 

6.2 

Southwest  Region 

25.8 

25.5 

24.4 

Rest  of  Pennsylvania 

45.8 

47,5 

49,7 

Source;  Population  Census  of  1950,  1960  and  1970. 
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TABLE  3.3 


TREND  OF  POPULATION  IN  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA 
BY  COUNTY  AND  BY  REGION  , 1950  TO  1970 


POPULATION  PERCENT  CHANGE  ACTUAL  CHANGE 


1950 

1960 

1970 

1950- 

1960 

1960- 

1970 

1950-1960 

1960  1970 

Pennsylvania 

10,498,012 

11,319,366 

11,793,909 

7.8 

4.2 

821,354 

474,543 

Appalachia 

5,728,107 

5,930,784 

5,930,303 

3.5 

.0 

202,641 

481 

Northeast  Region 

978,448 

884,381 

873,891 

_ 9.6 

_ 1.2 

_ 94,067 

_ 10,490 

Carbon  Co. 

57,558 

52,889 

50,573 

_ 8.1 

_ 4.4 

_ 4,669 

_ 2,316 

Lackawanna  Co. 

257,396 

234,531 

234,107 

_ 8.9 

2 

_ 22,865 

424 

Luzerne  Co. 

392,241 

346,972 

342,301 

_11.5 

_ 1.3 

_ 45,269 

_ 4,671 

Monroe  Co. 

33,773 

39,567 

45,422 

17.2 

14.8 

5,794 

5,855 

Pike  Co. 

8,425 

9,158 

1 1,818 

8.7 

29.0 

733 

2,660 

Schuylkill  Co. 

200,577 

173,027 

160,089 

-13.7 

- 7.5 

- 27,550 

- 12,938 

Wayne  Co. 

28,478 

28,237 

29,581 

- .8 

4.8 

241 

1,344 

Northern  Tier  Region 

142,677 

147,740 

157,040 

3.5 

6.2 

5,063 

9,300 

Bradford  Co. 

51,722 

54,925 

57,962 

6.2 

5.5 

3,203 

3,037 

Sullivan  Co. 

6,745 

6,251 

5,961 

- 7.3 

- 4.6 

494  - 

290 

Susquehanna  Co. 

31,970 

33,137 

34,344 

3.7 

3.6 

1,167 

1,207 

Tioga  Co. 

35,474 

36,614 

39,691 

3.2 

8.4 

1,140 

3,077 

Wyoming  Co. 

16,766 

16,813 

19,082 

.3 

13.5 

47 

2,269 

Susquehanna  Region 

519,057 

538,295 

569,563 

3.7 

5.8 

19,238 

31,268 

Centre  Co. 

65,922 

78,580 

99,267 

19.2 

26.3 

12,658 

20,687 

Clinton  Co. 

36,532 

37,619 

37,721 

3.0 

.3 

1,087 

102 

Columbia  Co. 

53,460 

53,489 

55,114 

.1 

3.0 

29 

1,625 

Juniata  Co. 

15,243 

15,874 

16,712 

4.1 

5.3 

631 

838 

Lycoming  Co. 

101,249 

109,367 

113,296 

8.0 

3.6 

8,118 

3,929 

Mifflin  Co. 

43,691 

44,348 

45,268 

1.5 

2.1 

657 

920 

Montour  Co. 

16,001 

16.730 

16,508 

4.6 

- 1.3 

729 

— 222 

Northumberland  Co. 

117,115 

104,138 

99,190 

-11.1 

- 4.8 

- 12,977 

- 4,948 

Perry  Co. 

24,782 

26,582 

28,615 

7.3 

7.6 

1,800 

2,033 

Snyder  Co. 

22,912 

25,922 

29,269 

13.1 

12.9 

3,010 

3,347 

Union  Co. 

23,150 

25,646 

28,603 

10.8 

11.5 

2,496 

2,957 

Southern  Alleghenies 
Region 

522,902 

510,508 

490,415 

- 2.3 

- 3.9 

- 12,394 

- 20.093 

Bedford  Co. 

40,775 

42,451 

42,353 

4.1 

- .7 

1,676 

98 

Blair  Co. 

139,514 

137,270 

135,356 

- 1.6 

- 1.4 

- 2,244 

1,914 

Cambria  Co. 

209,541 

203,283 

186,785 

- 3.0 

- 8.1 

- 6,258 

- 16,498 

Fulton  Co. 

10,387 

10,597 

10,776 

2.0 

1.7 

210 

179 

Huntingdon  Co. 

40,872 

39,457 

39,108 

- 3.5 

- .9 

1,415 

349 

Somerset  Co. 

81,813 

77,450 

76,037 

- 5.3 

- 1.8 

- 4,363 

1,413 
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Table  3.3  ( Continued) 


POPULATION  PERCENT  CHANGE  ACTUAL  CHANCE 

1950-  I960- 


1950 

1960 

1970 

1960 

1970 

1950-1960 

1960-1970 

North  Central  Region 

250,047 

244,180 

231,490 

- 2.3  - 

5.0 

- 5,867 

- 12,750 

Cameron  Co. 

7,023 

7,586 

7,096 

8.0  - 

6.5 

563 

490 

Clearfield  Co. 

85,957 

81,534 

74,619 

- 5.1  - 

8.5 

- 4,423 

6,915 

Elk  Co. 

34,503 

37,328 

37,770 

8.2 

1.2 

2,825 

442 

Jefferson  Co. 

49,147 

46,792 

43,695 

- 4.8  - 

6,6 

- 2,355 

- 3.097 

McKean  Co. 

56,607 

54,517 

51,915 

- 3.7  - 

4,8 

- 2,090 

2,602 

Potter  Co, 

16,810 

16,483 

16,395 

- 1.9  - 

.5 

327 

88 

Northwest  Region 

666,724 

721,892 

732,920 

8.2 

1.5 

55,168 

11,028 

Clarion  Co. 

38,344 

37,408 

38,414 

- 2.4 

2.7 

936 

1,006 

Crawford  Co. 

78,948 

77,956 

81,342 

- 1.3 

4.3 

992 

3,386 

Erie  Co. 

219,388 

250,682 

263,654 

14.3 

5.2 

31,294 

12,972 

Forest  Co. 

4,944 

4,485 

4.926 

- 9.3 

9.8 

459 

441 

Lawrence  Co. 

105,120 

112,965 

107,374 

7.5 

- 4.9 

7,845 

- 5,591 

Mercer  Co. 

111,954 

127,519 

127,175 

13.9 

- .3 

15,565 

344 

Venango  Co. 

65,328 

65,295 

62,353 

- .1 

- 4.5 

33 

- 2,942 

Warren  Co. 

42,698 

45,582 

47,682 

6.8 

4.6 

2,884 

2,100 

Southwest  Region 

2,703,797 

2,883,728 

2,874,984 

6.7 

- .3 

179,931 

- 8,744 

Allegheny  Co. 

1,515,237 

1,628,587 

1,605,016 

7.5 

- 1.4 

113,350 

- 23,571 

Armstrong  Co. 

80,842 

79,524 

75,590 

- 1.6 

- 4.9 

1,318 

- 3,934 

Beaver  Co. 

175,192 

206,948 

208,418 

18.1 

.7 

31,756 

1.470 

Butler  Co. 

97,320 

114,639 

127,941 

17.8 

11.6 

17,319 

13,302 

Fayette  Co. 

189,899 

169,340 

154,667 

-10.8 

- 8.7 

- 20,559 

- 14,673 

Greene  Co. 

45,394 

39,424 

36,090 

-13.2 

- 8.5 

- 5,970 

- 3,334 

Indiana  Co. 

77,106 

75,366 

79,451 

- 2.3 

5.4 

- 1 ,740 

4,085 

Washington  Co. 

209,628 

217,271 

210,876 

3.6 

- 2.9 

7,643 

- 6,395 

Westmoreland  Co. 

313,179 

352,629 

376,935 

12.6 

6.9 

39,450 

24,306 

Source:  Population  Census  of  1950,  1960  and  1970. 
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Figure  3.1  COMPARISON  OF  TRENDS  IN  BIRTH  RATES,  DEATH  RATES  AND  RATES 

OF  NET  OUT- MIGRATION,  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA,  1Q50-1960  AHD  1960-1970 

(/ATOM  1950-1960=100) 


INDfX 


Figure  3.2  COMPARISON  OF  TRENDS  IN  FERTILITY  RATES  AWO  IN  THE  NUMBER  OF 

FEMALES  AGED  15  TO  44  YEARS,  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA,  1950, 1960, AND  1970 

(W/)//  195-100) 


IND£X 


Data:  1972  Pennsylvdnia  Statistical  Abstract  arnJ  the  IJ.S.  census  of  f’opulation 
for  1950,  19bO  and  1970. 
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out-migration  from  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  is  on  the 
decline.  The  net  out-migration  rate  was  reduced  from 
9.3  percent  in  the  1950s  to  6.2  percent  between  1960 
and  1970.  This  would  seem  to  indicate  that  a better 
balance  has  been  achieved  between  population  and 
resources,  and  indicates  that  the  Region  has  possibly 
regained  some  strength  and  improved  its  economic 
condition. 

The  rate  of  net  out-migration  declined  most 
dramatically  in  the  Northeast  District,  down  from 
15.9  percent  during  the  1950s  to  3.1  percent  between 
1960  and  1970.  The  Southern  Alleghenies,  Northern 
Tier,  and  Susquehanna  Districts  also  e.xperienced  a 
lessening  in  the  rate  of  net  out-migration.  However,  in 
the  Northwest,  North  Central  and  Southwest 
Districts,  net  out-migration  rates  actually  increased 
slightly  over  the  two  periods. 


NET  MIGRATION  RATES 


Region 

1950-1960 

1960-1970 

Northeast 

15.9% 

3.1% 

Southern  Alleghenies 

14.6% 

9.8% 

North  Central 

14.5% 

14.9% 

Northern  Tier 

8.1% 

2.6% 

Susquehanna 

7.9% 

2.0% 

Southwest 

6.5% 

7.0% 

Northwest 

6.2% 

6.3% 

The  Southwest  District  accounted  for  more  than 
one-half  of  Appalachia  Pennsylvania’s  net 
out-migration  between  1960  and  1970,  when  the 
number  of  persons  leaving  the  district  exceeded  the 
number  entering  by  201,102.  The  corresponding 
figure  for  the  period  from  1950  to  1960  was  177,027 
persons. 

GEOGRAPHIC  PATTERNS  OF  MIGRATION 

The  availability  of  job  opportunities  is  the  single 
most  important  determinant  of  the  amount  and 
direction  of  interregional  migration.  People  tend  to 
leave  areas  where  labor  is  abundant  in  relation  to  job 
opportunities  and  they  seek  employment  in  areas 
where  labor  is  relatively  scarce.  The  propensity  to 
migrate  is  also  a function  of  distance  to  labor  markets 
and  the  availability  of  information  about  existing  job 
opportunities  in  those  labor  markets. 

Thus,  distance  impedes  the  flow  of  both  people 
and  information.  Information  about  distant 
opportunities  is  much  rarer  than  information  about 
near  opportunities.  What  this  means  is  that  people 
who  live  in  the  more  rural  or  isolated  areas  receive 
less  information  about  job  opportunities  elsewhere 
and  move  less.  There  is  also  the  tendency  for  people 
to  move  short  distances  to  areas  with  which  they  are 


most  familiar  and  where  separation  from  family  and 
friends  is  minimized. 

The  discussion  which  follows  is  based  on 
migration  data  from  the  1970  Census  of  Population. 
Specifically,  the  data  on  the  next  several  tables  show 
the  number  of  people  who  migrated  from  one 
geographic  area  (origin)  to  another  (destination) 
between  1965  and  1970.  The  State  economic  areas 
identified  on  the  accompanying  tables  and  map  are 
those  defined  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census.  The  tables 
also  list  seventeen  States  which  are  significant  in 
explaining  Pennsylvania’s  migration  (lows. 

Between  1965  and  1970,  roughly  60  percent  of 
the  564,416  persons  who  migrated  form  areas  within 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  actually  left  the  Region.  The 
remainder  (40  percent)  moved  to  other  economic 
areas  within  the  Region.  Most  of  those  leaving  the 
Region  were  destined  for  states  and  areas  contiguous 
to  Appalachia  Pennsylvania’s  boundaries,  including 
areas  in  Southeastern  Pennsylvania.  There  was  also 
significant  migration  to  Florida  and  California.  It  is 
reasonable  to  assume  that  most  people  who  left 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  left  for  economic  reasons 
and  were  attracted  to  job  markets  elsewhere.  One 
possible  exception  is  the  migration  to  Florida  which 
consists  mostly  of  persons  who  have  reached 
retirement  age. 

Between  1965  and  1970  there  were  434,381 
persons  who  migrated  into  economic  areas  within 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  Nearly  55  percent  of  the 
migrants  moved  in  from  areas  outside  the  Region, 
while  the  remainder  (45  percent)  moved  between 
areas  within  Appalachia  Pennsylvania. 

Most  of  the  migrants  from  outside  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania  come  from  Southeastern  Pennsylvania 
and  from  the  surrounding  states  of  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Ohio  and  Maryland.  These  same  states  and 
areas  are  the  major  destinations  of  the  out-migrants 
from  Appalachia  Pennsylvania. 

As  might  be  expected,  the  Pittsburgli  SMSA  is 
the  single  most  important  source  of  out-migration  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania,  and  also  receives  a larger 
percentage  of  persons  migrating  into  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania  than  any  other  economic  area  within 
the  Appalachian  Region.  Approximately  one-fourth 
of  all  the  persons  migrating  from  economic  areas 
within  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  are  destined  for  the 
Pittsburgh  SMSA. 

Persons  attracted  to  Pittsburgh  from  other 
Pennsylvania  areas  are  drawn  mainly  from  western 
Pennsylvania  areas  adjacent  to  the  four-county 
SMSA.  Persons  leaving  Pittsburgh  for  other 
Pennsylvania  areas  are  destined  mainly  for  contiguous 
regions  to  the  north  and  northeast  of  Pittsburgli  and 
for  the  Philadelphia  SMSA.  The  fact  remains. 


STATE  ECONOMIC  AREAS,  PENNSYLVANIA,  1970 

(as  defined  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census) 
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STATE  ECONOMIC  AREAS,  PENNSYLVANIA,  1970 

(as  defined  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census) 
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STATE  ECONOMIC  AREAS,  PENNSYLVANIA,  1970 

(as  defined  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census) 


PERCENT  DISTRIBUTION  OF  POPULATION  IN-MIGRATION,  BY  ORIGIN  AREA,  PENNSYLVANIA,  1965  to  1970 
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1.8 

2.4 

1,2 

2.9 

1.6 

4.1 

1.7 

3.2 

4.3 

2,1 

1.6 

3.2 

3.4 

2.6 

1.5 

2.1 

' Va. 

1.3 

1.5 

.6 

.3 

3.2 

,7 

.4 

1.2 

.7 

,7 

.9 

3.4 

1.5 

2,3 

.3 

.9 

,5 

,5 

,4 

.2 

i:. 

1.4 

.5 

.7 

.5 

.5 

.9 

.9 

.6 

.6 

2,5 

.9 

1.5 

,8 

1,4 

.8 

1.4 

1.6 

.7 

.6 

1.4 

.9 

. 7 

.3 

.7 

.7 

.2 

.6 

.7 

.4 

1,4 

.5 

1.0 

,4 

.8 

.06 

.8 

1.2 

.5 

1.2 

,9 

I. 

2.3 

2.1 

2,1 

1.2 

1.6 

1.0 

1.4 

1,6 

2.3 

3,0 

2.1 

2.9 

1.6 

2.5 

.8 

1.8 

1.8 

2.3 

1.6 

1.9 

US 

1.2 

1.1 

.6 

1.0 

.6 

.7 

1.1 

1.1 

.9 

1.5 

1.2 

1.3 

1.7 

.6 

2.0 

1,6 

1.0 

1,1 

.6 

.7 

Ilf. 

3.1 

3.4 

1.4 

3.3 

1.8 

1.7 

1.5 

1.8 

3.8 

3.8 

2.9 

4.8 

2.1 

4.0 

2.1 

2.2 

1.9 

1.9 

1,3 

2.5 

St  of  U.S. 

9.7 

6.8 

6.6 

7.2 

5.6 

7.3 

5,5 

7.2 

8,6 

12.4 

7.2 

13,4 

7.1 

8.0 

6.8 

10.1 

8,4 

7.7 

6.4 

8.2 

tal  Areas 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

Stall  may  not  add  due  to  rounding 

however,  that  70  percent  or  more  of  the  migration  in 
the  Pittsburgh  SMSA  originates  from  or  is  destined 
for  states  outside  Pennsylvania. 

One  final  observation  that  can  be  made 
from  the  data  is  that  130,345  more  persons  left 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  than  moved  in  over  the 
period  extending  from  1965  to  1970.  This  is  shown 
in  Table  3.4.  Most  distressing  is  the  loss  of  youthful 
population.  Net  losses  in  the  age  group  15  to  29 
totaled  more  than  94,000  over  the  five  year  period. 
Presumably,  some  of  these  persons  are  coUege 
students  who  may  ultimately  return  to  the  Region 
upon  graduation  from  schools  located  outside 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania. 

Analysis  of  the  data  leads  to  several  general 
conclusions  concerning  the  migration  patterns  of 
persons  residing  in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania;  (1)  More 
people  move  out  of  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  than 
move  in;  (2)  those  whp  leave  tend  to  be  in  the 
younger  age  groups;  (3)  for  people  who  decide  to  stay 
in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania,  their  moves  cover 
relatively  short  distances,  usually  to  adjacent  areas; 
(4)  people  in  the  larger  urban  areas,  such  as 
Pittsburgh  and  Erie,  are  more  mobile  and  move 
greater  distances;  (5)  there  is  still  a strong  tendency 
for  persons  in  the  more  rural  areas  to  be  attracted  to 
urban  areas;  and  (6)  the  flow  of  population  from 
central  cities  to  suburbs  continues. 

POPULATION  SETTLEMENT  PATTERNS 

In  the  spatial  organization  of  human  activity, 
the  existence  of  varying  sized  population  clusters  in 
the  landscape  is  an  inevitable  feature.  Settlements 
exist  because  certain  activities  can  be  conducted  most 
efficiently  if  they  are  clustered,  rather  than  dispersed. 
No  matter  what  the  particular  activities  are,  they  can 
be  generally  viewed  as  services  which  are  provided  not 
just  for  the  settlements  themselves,  but  for  the  people 
living  in  the  surrounding  tributary  areas.  From  an 
area’s  settlement  pattern,  we  can  begin  to  understand 
its  economic  conditions  and  social  activities. 

Based  on  1970  figures,  Appalachia  Pennsylvania 
is  composed  of  1 ,907  municipalities  of  varying  size 
and  numbers.  (Table  3.5)  These  municipalities  are 
distributed  among  the  seven  Appalachia  districts  of 
Pennsylvania  and  range  in  size  from  less  than  100 
persons  to  520,117  persons  (Pittsburgh).  The 
delineation  of  municipalities  in  this  study  is  based  on 
all  incorporated  places  (boroughs  or  cities),  as  defined 
by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census.  These 


municipalities  were  grouped  into  classes  with  the 
following  range  of  population:  (1)  500,000  or  more, 
(2)  100,000499,999,  (3)  50,000-99,999,  (4) 

10,00049,999,  (5)  5,000-9,999,  (6)  1 ,000-4,999.  and 
(7)  below  1 ,000. 

The  distinguishing  feature  of  the  current 
settlement  pattern  in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  is  the 
relatively  large  percentage  of  persons  living  in 
medium-sized  and  small  municipalities,  i.e.,  27.8 
percent  in  size-class  4,18.6  percent  in  size-class  5 and 
9.8  percent  in  size-class  6.  These  three  classes  of 
municipalities  account  for  more  than  three-quarters 
of  the  total  regional  population  of  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania  and  have  attracted  a portion  of  the 
people  who  left  the  large  municipalities  or  rural 
countryside. 

During  the  period  1960  to  1970,  when  the 
population  growth  rate  of  Appalachia  Pennsylvania 
approached  zero,  the  population  of  classes  4,  5,  and  6 
as  a whole  increased  3.8  percent  while  the  other 
classes  decreased  a corresponding  amount.  In  the  light 
of  this  past  trend,  the  population  growth  within 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  is  likely  to  continue  to 
occur  in  the  small  and  medium  size  municipalities. 
This  trend  has  appeared  everywhere  throughout 
Appalachia  and,  no  doubt,  is  a partial  response  to  the 
past  concentration  of  most  Appalachian  development 
investments  in  medium-size  urban  centers.* 

The  change  in  the  number  of  municipalities 
within  classifications  is  not  significant,  except  for  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  municipalities  in  size-class 
6,  which  is  the  direct  result  of  growth  of  the  smallest 
municipalities  formerly  classified  as  class  7.  Also 
during  the  1960-1970  period,  six  new  municipalities 
were  established. 

Almost  all  the  districts,  as  well  as  almost  all  the 
counties  in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  experienced 
losses  in  population  in  the  hierarchy  of  large 
municipalities,  with  the  exception  of  State  College  in 
Centre  County.  Located  in  the  Susquehanna  District, 
this  municipality’s  expansion  is  attributable  to  the 
increase  of  student  enrollment  at  the  Pennsylvania 
State  University  and  the  corresponding  increase  of 
related  job  opportunities.  Even  in  the  rural  Northern 
Tier  District,  where  there  are  no  municipalities  larger 
than  10,000  in  population,  its  one  municipality  of 
size-class  5 (Sayre)  declined  in  population  in  the 
1960-1970  period.  Within  the  Southwest  District  the 
impact  of  suburbanization  has  been  especially 
evident.  Municipalities  with  populations  of  50,000  to 
99,999  (Class  3)  and  10,000  to  49,999  (Class  4)  in 


*March.  E.  P.,  “Indicators  of  Appalachian  Progress:  Population  and  Employment,”  Appalachia,  Vol.  2,  No.  6,  March,  1969.  Pp.  20-25 


TABLE  3.4 


AGE  AND  SEX  DISTRIBUTION  OF  INMIGRANTS  AND  OUTMIGRANTS, 
APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA,  1965  TO  1970 


INMIGRANTS  OUTMIGRANTS  NET 


AGE  GROUPS^ 

NUMBER 

PERCENT 

NUMBER 

PERCENT 

MIGRATION 

Total 

Total 

432,992 

100.0 

563,337 

100.0 

__ 

130,345 

5-9 

53,376 

12.3 

53,045 

9.4 

331 

10-14 

39,175 

9.1 

43,289 

7.7 

4,114 

15-19 

50,806 

1 1.7 

67,541 

12.0 

— 

16,735 

20-24 

74,046 

17.1 

138,466 

24.6 

— 

64,420 

25-29 

64,218 

14.8 

77,095 

13.7 

— 

12,877 

30-34 

37,269 

8.6 

39,362 

7.0 

— 

2,093 

35-39 

26,561 

6.1 

29,503 

5.2 

— 

2,942 

4044 

20,587 

4.8 

24,300 

4.3 

— 

3,713 

45-54 

27,658 

6.4 

34,653 

6.1 

— 

6,995 

55-64 

17,937 

4.2 

24,810 

4.5 

- 

6,873 

65  + 

21,359 

4.9 

31,273 

5.5 

— 

9,914 

Male 

Total 

215,477 

100.0 

282,319 

100.0 

— 

66,842 

5-9 

27,885 

12.9 

27,735 

9.8 

150 

10-14 

19,768 

9.2 

21,445 

7.6 

- 

1,677 

15-19 

23,802 

11.0 

35,230 

12.5 

- 

1 1 ,428 

20-24 

34,247 

15.9 

70,756 

25.1 

— 

36,509 

25-29 

33,747 

15.7 

38,092 

13.5 

- 

4,345 

30-34 

19,818 

9.2 

20,722 

7.3 

- 

904 

35-39 

14,092 

6.5 

15,221 

5.4 

— 

1,129 

40-44 

11,235 

5.2 

12,636 

4.5 

- 

1,401 

45-54 

14,393 

6.7 

17,016 

6.0 

— 

2,623 

55-64 

8,107 

3.8 

10,600 

3.8 

— 

2,493 

65 

8,383 

3.9 

12,866 

4.5 

- 

4,483 

Female 

Total 

217,515 

100.0 

281,018 

100.0 

63,503 

5-9 

25,491 

11.7 

25,310 

9.0 

181 

10-14 

19,407 

8.9 

21,844 

7.8 

— 

2,437 

15-19 

27,004 

12.4 

32,311 

11.5 

- 

5,307 

20-24 

39,799 

18.3 

67,710 

24.1 

- 

27,911 

25-29 

30,471 

14.0 

39,003 

13.9 

- 

8,532 

30-34 

17,451 

8.0 

18,640 

6.6 

- 

1,189 

35-39 

12,469 

5.8 

14,282 

5.1 

— 

1,813 

40-44 

9,352 

4.3 

1 1 ,664 

4.1 

— 

2,312 

45-54 

13,265 

6.1 

17,637 

6.2 

— 

4,372 

55-64 

9,830 

4.5 

14,210 

5.2 

— 

4,380 

65  -1- 

12,976 

6.0 

18,407 

6.5 

— 

5,431 

1 Migrants  aged  under  5 years  old  are  not  included. 

2 Net  migration  is  computed  by  subtracting  outmigrants  from  inmigrants 

Data!  Bureau  of  the  Census,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Migration  Between  State  Economic  Areas,  1965-1970,  Table  2. 
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Change  m Number  ot  Municipalities,  1960-1970  1 0 0 I 16  — 16 

Population  in  Municipalities,  1670  569,563  33,778  131,475  74,404  246,825  83,079 

Actual  Change  m Population,  1960-1970  31,268  11,369  - 10,548  8,604  32,077  - 10,534 

Percent  Change  in  Population,  1660-1970  5.8  50.7  — 7.4  13.6  14.8  - 11.3 

Si/e-Class  as  % of  Area  Population,  1970  100.0  5.9  23.1  13.0  43.3  14.6 


SIZE  OF  MUNICIPALITY 

500,000-  100,000  50,000-  10,000-  5,000  1,000-  Below 

TOTAL  or  more  499,999  99,999  49^999  9,999  4,999  1,000 
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TABLE  3.5g 

POPULATION  IN  MUNICIPALITIES  BY  SIZE-CLASS  AND  BY  COUNTY,  SOUTHWEST  REGION,  1970 
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TABLE  3.6 


CHANGE  OF  POPULATION  IN  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA, 
BY  ECONOMIC  ACTIVITY  AREAS  AND  BY  REGION,  1960-1970 


POPULATION  PERCENTAGE 


AREA  1960 


Appalachia  Pennsylvania  5,930,789 

Northeast  Region  884,381 

Scranton-Wilkes-Barre  (3-1)  534,342 

Honesdale  (3-2)  12,053 

Matamoras  (3-3)  5,304 

Hazelton  (3-4)  77,418 

E.  Stroudsburg  (3-5)  37,895 

Lehighton  (3-6)  56,025 

Pottsville  (3-7)  70,777 

Sum  of  EAA’s  793,814 

Northern  Tier  Region  147,740 

Elkland  (4-1)  7,147 

Sayre  (4-2)  20,564 

Troy  (4-3)  4,028 

Wellsboro  (4-4)  10,139 

Mansfield  (4-5)  8,522 

Canton  (4-6)  5,281 

Towanda  (4-7)  13,835 

Onshore  (4-8)  2,763 

Montrose  (4-9)  5,710 

Hallstead  (4-10)  8,143 

Sum  of  EAA’s  86,131 

Susquehanna  Region  538,295 

Renova  (5-1 ) 5,873 

Williamsport  (5-2)  106,515 

Lock  Haven  (5-3)  32,133 

State  College  (5-4)  59,342 

Sunbury  (5-5)  133,193 

Shamokin  (5-6)  101,408 

Lewistown  (5-7)  43,169 

Philipsburg  (5-8)  20,476 

Marysville  (6-1)  15,998 

Sum  of  EAA’s  518,107 


1970 

CHANGE 

NET  GAIN 

5,930,301 

0 

- 482 

873,891 

- 1.2 

-10,490 

528,445 

- 1.1 

- 5,897 

12,282 

1.9 

229 

6,292 

18.6 

988 

75,787 

- 2.1 

- 1,631 

43,709 

15.3 

5,814 

57,225 

2.1 

1,200 

70,834 

.1 

57 

794,574 

.1 

760 

157,040 

6.3 

9,300 

6,945 

- 2.8 

- 202 

19,089 

- 7.2 

- 1,475 

4,243 

5.3 

215 

10,456 

3.1 

317 

10,479 

23.0 

1,957 

5,371 

1.7 

90 

14,692 

6.2 

857 

2,647 

- 4.2 

- 116 

5,919 

3.7 

209 

8,533 

4.8 

391 

88,374 

2.6 

2,243 

569,563 

5.8 

31,268 

4,785 

-18.5 

- 1,088 

109,984 

3.3 

3,469 

44,349 

38.0 

12,216 

79,927 

34.7 

20,585 

142,408 

6.9 

9,215 

88,595 

-12.6 

-12,813 

43,790 

1.4 

621 

19,334 

- 5.6 

- 1,142 

17,130 

7.1 

1,132 

550,302 

6.2 

32,195 
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Table  3.6  (Continued) 


ARE^ 

Southern  Allegheny  Region 
Spangler  (7-1) 

Altoona  (7-2) 
Huntingdon  (7-3) 
Johnstown  (7-4) 
Bedford  (7-5) 
McConnellsburg  (7-6) 
Somerset  (7-7) 
Meyerdale  (7-8) 

Sum  of  EAA's 

North  Central  Region 
Bradford  (8-1) 

Port  Allegany  (8-2) 
Coudersport  (8-3) 
Galeton  (8-4) 

Cane  (8-5) 

St.  Mary’s  (8-6) 
Emporium  (8-7) 
DuBois  (8-8) 

Clearfield  (8-9) 
Punxsutawney  (8-10) 

Sum  of  EAA’s 

Northwest  Region 
Erie  (9-1 ) 

Corry  (9-2) 

Warren  (9-3) 

Meadville  (9-4) 

Oil  City  (9-5) 

Jenks  Twp.  (9-6) 
Sharon  (9-7) 

Mercer  (9-8) 

New  Castle  (9-9) 
Clarion  (9-10) 

Grove  City  (9-11) 

Sum  of  EAA’s 

Southwest  Region 

Beaver  Falls  (10-1) 
Zelienople  (10-2) 
Butler  (10-3) 
Kittanning  (10-4) 
Indiana  (10-5) 
Pittsburgh  ( 1 0-6) 
Washington  (10-7) 
Monessen  (10-8) 
Greensburg  (10-9) 
Latrobe  (10-10) 
Uniontown  (10-11) 
Waynesburg  (10-12) 

Sum  of  EAA’s 


POPULATION 


1960 

1970 

510,508 

490,415 

22,420 

20,779 

158,557 

156.123 

26,833 

26,877 

193.950 

181.872 

20.071 

20,399 

3,485 

3,630 

21.789 

22,523 

12,458 

12,385 

459,563 

444,588 

244,240 

231,490 

32,487 

30,155 

5,051 

5,140 

3,783 

3.730 

2,683 

2,588 

9,457 

8,830 

32,375 

32,981 

6,568 

6,350 

42.947 

40,947 

27.777 

24,038 

14,691 

13,131 

177,819 

167,790 

721,893 

732,920 

245,1 13 

259,013 

20,446 

20,854 

29,058 

30,321 

42,902 

45,288 

78,875 

80,891 

1,507 

1,622 

91,907 

90,151 

7,783 

7,857 

1 10,781 

106,573 

16.103 

17,997 

14,388 

14.620 

658,863 

675,187 
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PERCENTAGE  CHANGE  NET  GAIN 

I960-  1970-  1960- 

1960  1970  1990  1970  1990  1970  1970-1990 
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the  district  grew  rapidly  between  1960  and  1970  at 
rates  of  22,1  percent  and  9.4  percent  respectively, 
whUe  the  largest  municipality  in  the  district, 
Pittsburgh,  declined  13.9  percent  in  population  for 
the  same  period. 

Because  there  has  been  a general  tendency  for 
persons  to  move  from  places  within  Appalachia  to 
places  outside  Appalachia,  internal  movement  is  not 
likely  to  result  in  big  gains  for  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania’s  largest  urban  areas.  Small  and  medium 
size  municipalities  show  the  most  potential  for 
growth.  They  can  be  expected  to  draw  some 
in-migrants  to  the  Region  and  will  attract  many 
people  who  are  now  leaving  the  major  urban  centers 
in  search  of  amenities. 

POPULATION  TRENDS  IN  THE  ECONOMIC 
ACTIVITY  AREAS 

Economic  activity  areas  are  defined  as  those 
areas  in  which  most  of  the  economic  activities,  such 
as  communication,  wholesale  and  retaU  trade, 
educational,  cultural  and  professional  activities  and 
services,  occur.  These  economic  activity  areas  are 
composed  of  activity  centers  and  their  hinterlands. 
Activity  centers  are  municipalities  where  most  of  the 
social  and  economic  activities  take  place  due  to  the 
heavy  concentration  of  population,  while  the 
hinterlands  are  areas  where  these  activities  and 
services  are  less  concentrated  and  therefore  these 
areas  are  strongly  dependent  on  the  activity  centers. 

In  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  there  are  67 
economic  activity  areas  comprising  1,907 
municipalities.  These  areas  accounted  for  89  percent 
of  Appalachia  Pennsylvania’s  total  population  in 
1960  and  93  percent  of  the  total  in  1970.  More  than 
half  of  the  economic  activity  areas,  36  out  of  67, 
gained  population  during  1960-1970.  (Table  3.6)  Of 
these  36  growth  areas,  15  experienced  exceptionally 
high  rates  of  growth.  These  rapidly  growing  areas 
were  stimulated  by  a number  of  factors;  such  as 
education,  tourism,  suburbanization,  new  industrial 
development  and  improved  accessibility. 

A great  share  of  the  population  growth  of  a 
number  of  activity  areas  is  due  to  the  increased 
enrollment  of  students  in  area  colleges  and  the 
resultant  increased  job  opportunities  related  to 
educational  employment.  Economic  activity  areas 
with  such  educational  centers  are  State  College,  Lock 
Haven,  Sunbury,  East  Stroudsburg,  Clarion  and 
Indiana.  The  rapid  growth  of  the  Matamoras  and  East 
Stroudsburg  activity  areas  is  attributed  to  the  increase 
in  tourism  and  the  establishment  of  additional 
vacation  homes.  The  new  development  of  industry  in 
the  Zelienople  and  Greensburg  activity  areas  resulted 


in  high  growth  of  population  in  both  areas,  while  the 
growth  of  the  Butler  and  Latrobe  areas  was  caused  by 
suburbanization  from  the  Pittsburgh  metropolitan 
area. 

The  outlook  for  individual  economic  activity 
areas  demonstrates  another  feature  of  the  settlement 
patterns  of  Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  Offsetting  the 
population  decline  in  the  larger  activity  areas  is  the 
increasing  trend  toward  urbanization  in  the  smaller 
activity  areas. 

Another  reason  for  population  growth  is  the 
impact  of  interstate  highways.  Examples  of  such 
growth  areas  are  Sunbury,  Marysville,  Meadville, 
Matamoras,  Clarion  and  other  economic  activity  areas 
which  are  located  near  interstate  highway  systems. 

It  is  a well-known  fact  that  Pennsylvania  has 
experienced  a heavy  decline  in  its  mining  industry  in 
the  last  several  decades.  The  resultant  decrease  in 
mining  employment  in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  has 
significantly  affected  most  of  the  31  economic 
activity  areas  which  declined  in  population.  As  a 
result,  the  geographic  pattern  of  these  declining  areas 
is  closely  associated  with  areas  that  once  had  a great 
share  of  employment  in  mining. 

In  summary,  there  is  wide  variation  in  the 
population  trends  among  Appalachia  Pennsylvania’s 
economic  activity  areas.  Areas  with  the  fastest  growth 
in  population  are  those  whose  economies  are  oriented 
more  toward  rapidly  growing  services  sectors,  and 
where  accessibility  has  improved.  Those  areas  which 
lost  population  are  areas  where  jobs  in  mining, 
agriculture,  railroading  and  steel-making  declined 
sharply.  For  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  as  a whole,  the 
trend  toward  urbanization  continues.  This  trend  is 
evidenced  mostly  in  the  small  and  medium  size 
economic  activity  areas  which  have  increased  their 
share  of  the  Region’s  growth. 

CHANGES  IN  EMPLOYMENT 

In  recent  years  the  forces  which  have  guided  the 
pattern  of  development  activity  among  regions, 
especially  the  varying  levels  of  industrialization  and 
urbanization,  have  tended  to  converge.  Growing 
industrial  dispersion  and  spheres  of  economic 
influence  have  acted  to  reduce  the  variations  in 
economic  conditions.  As  a result,  there  are  increased 
prospects  of  an  even  more  homogenous  population 
and  greater  uniformity  among  districts. 

Expanding  at  a rate  of  13.1  percent  during 
1960-1970,  Pennsylvania’s  civilian  employment  is 
projected  to  grow  at  a rate  of  22.5  percent  for 
1970-1990.  (Table  3.7)  The  level  of  employment  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  exhibits  similar  patterns:  a 
rate  of  growth  for  1960-1970  of  11.6  percent  and  a 
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projected  rate  of  increase  of  20.8  percent  for 
1970-1990.  In  particular,  the  Susquehanna  District 
has  e.xperienced  the  fastest  growth  in  employment, 
growing  20.2  percent  during  1960-1970,  with  a 31.2 
percent  increase  projected  tor  1970-1990.  The 
slowest  growing  district  has  been  the  North  Central, 
which  had  a gain  of  only  2.6  percent  in  employment 
for  1960-1970.  The  district  is  projected  to  grow  23.2 
percent  between  1970  and  1990,  which  is  about  the 
same  as  the  projected  growth  rate  for  Pennsylvania 
taken  as  a whole. 

Paralleling  national  trends,  the  growth  of 
employment  in  manufacturing  activity  between 
1960-1970  lagged  far  behind  non-manufacturing  for 
Pennsylvania  and  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  with  rates 
of  growth  of  3.6  percent  and  18.0  percent  and  5.5 
percent  and  14,8  percent,  respectively.  The  difference 
in  growth  rates  between  the  two  economic  sectors 
will  continue,  but  the  degree  will  be  reduced  in  the 
future.  During  1970-1990,  the  rate  of  growth  of  both 
sectors  in  Pennsylvania  and  Appalachia  Pennsylvania 
will  be  9.7  percent  and  28.4  percent  and  13.9  percent 
and  24.0  percent  respectively. 

In  Appalachia  Pennsylvania,  employment  trends, 
between  1950  and  1960  differ  among  regions.  There 
was  an  expansion  of  manufacturing  employment 
everywhere  within  Appalachia  during  this  period 
except  the  Southwest  District  where  manufacturing 
employment  decreased  2.7  percent  as  a result  of  a 
decline  in  durable  goods  industries.  In  the  1960s 
decade,  the  regions  with  high  growth  rates  in 
manufacturing  employment  were  the  Northern  Tier, 
with  21.1  percent,  the  Southern  Alleghenies,  with 
16.9  percent,  the  Northeast,  with  14.0  percent  and 
the  Susquehanna  region,  with  13.3  percent. 
Contrasting  this  was  the  2.7  percent  decline  in 
manufacturing  employment  experienced  in  the 
Southwest  District.  It  seems  that  rural  regions  with 
less  employment  in  manufacturing  experienced  rapid 
growth  of  manufacturing  activity,  whOe  the  urban 
regions  where  manufacturing  activity  was  high  had 
less  growth  in  employment.  Because  of  the  high 
concentration  of  manufacturing  activity  in  the 
Southwest  District,  which  accounts  for  roughly  half 
of  the  total  Appalachia  manufacturing  employment, 
and  because  of  the  decline  of  manufacturing 
employment  in  this  Region,  the  growth  of 
manufacturing  for  Appalachia  as  a whole  was  low, 
i.e.,  only  increasing  5.5%  during  1960-1970. 

An  increased  decennial  rate  of  growth  in 
manufacturing  employment  is  projected  for 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  during  the  period 
1970-1990.  Not  only  will  the  Southwest  District 
reverse  its  loss  of  2.7  percent  to  a gain  of  6.4  percent, 


but  also  most  of  the  other  districts  will  exceed  their 
1960-1970  growth  rates  in  the  next  two  decades. 
Districts  which  are  expected  to  have  high  growth 
rates  are  still  mainly  the  rural  districts,  that  is.  the 
Northern  Tier  District,  the  Susquehanna  District  and 
the  North  Central  District.  The  generally  high  rates  of 
growth  in  the  rural  districts  and  low  rates  of  growth 
in  the  urban  districts  reflect  a tendency  toward 
balanced  regional  growth  and  development  within 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  Clearly,  the  rural  areas  of 
Appalachia  are  becoming  more  industrialized,  a 
phenomenon  accompanied  by  greater  urbanization 
and  a shift  away  from  agriculture. 

A look  at  the  two  components  of  manufacturing 
reveals  that  the  growth  of  durable  goods  industries  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  will  far  exceed  the  growth 
of  non-durable  goods  industries.  (Table  3.7)  Wlrat  this 
means  is  an  increase  in  the  relative  importance  of  higlr 
wage,  high  technology  industries  that  respond  mostly 
to  income  elastic  demands. 

Non-manufacturing  activity  is  tending  to 
concentrate  in  the  urban  districts  of  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania.  During  the  1960-1970  period,  the 
Southwest  District  shared  two-thirds  of  Appalachia’s 
total  growth  in  non-manufacturing  employment. 
Although  its  share  of  growth  will  be  reduced  from 
two-thirds  of  the  Appalachian  total  in  the  sixties  to 
one-third  in  the  period  1970-1990,  in  1990  the 
Southwest  District  will  still  account  for  about  half  of 
the  total  non-manufacturing  employment  in 
Appalachia.  The  North  Central  District  was  the  only 
district  which  experienced  a decrease  in 
non-manufacturing  employment  between  1960  and 
1970,  and  as  a result  that  district  experienced  a 
decline  in  the  total  civilian  employment  in  the  same 
period.  Projections  indicate  that  the 
non-manufacturing  sector  in  the  North  Central 
District  will  reverse  its  1960-1970  trend  and  grow 
more  rapidly  than  Appalachia  as  a whole  during  the 
period  1970-1990. 

In  Appalachia  Pennsylvania,  manufacturing  will 
become  increasingly  more  important  to  the  economic 
bases  of  the  rural  regions  in  the  future.  The  increase 
in  manufacturing  importance  will  be  greatest  for  the 
Northern  Tier  District  with  a growth  rate  of  39.4 
percent  for  1970-1990,  the  Susquehanna  District 
with  35.7  percent  and  the  North  Central  District  with 
44.2  percent.  The  non-manufacturing  activity  in  these 
districts  will  also  improve  more  than  in  Appalachia  as 
a whole  in  the  same  period.  There  is  evidence  that  the 
differences  in  manufacturing,  as  well  as 
non-manufacturing,  between  districts  is  being  reduced 
in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  and  approaching  a point 
of  eventual  regional  balance. 
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CHAPTER  4 


LOCAL  INTEREST  SURVEY 


OBJECTIVES 

In  the  Appalachian  Regional  Commission’s 
Fiscal  1974  Program,  the  statement  is  made  that  “a 
prerequisite  to  making  sound  investments  is  planning, 
which  to  be  effective,  must  be  responsive  to  the  needs 
and  desires  of  the  people.” 

In  order  to  be  responsive,  a planning  agency 
must  develop  a means  througli  which  the  people  for 
whom  they  are  planning  can  indicate  what  they  think 
the  planning  objectives  should  be.  This  was  the 
purpose  of  the  Local  Interest  Survey  conducted  in 
April  1973  by  the  Governor’s  Office  of  State 
Planning  and  Development.  The  survey  provided  a 
structured  means  througli  which  people  living  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  could  express  their  opinions 
about  development  problems  and  goals  and  thereby 
influence,  to  a greater  degree,  the  choice  of 
development  priorities  for  their  communities. 

A questionnaire  was  prepared  by  the  Governor’s 
Office  of  State  Planning  and  Development  and  was 
distributed  by  the  local  development  districts  to 
selected  private  citizens  and  public  officials  in  all  of 
the  economic  activity  areas  (EAAs)  in  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania.  The  questionnaire  was  designed  to  elicit 
general  problem  and  development  goal  priorities,  and 
to  elicit  priority  rankings  among  specific  actions  for 
achieving  the  most  important  development  goals. 
Finally,  it  elicited  response  to  a set  of  policy  oriented 
questions.  A copy  of  the  questionnaire  follows  at  the 
end  of  this  Chapter. 

METHODOLOGY 

The  seven  local  development  districts  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania  were  responsible  for 
distributing  1 ,000  questionnaires  among  the  67 
economic  activity  areas.  Questionnaires  completed 
and  returned  numbered  350,  which  was  35  percent  of 
the  total  distributed.  The  number  of  questionnaires 
distributed,  as  well  as  the  percent  returned  in  each 
EAA,  varied  greatly  from  district  to  district.  The 
number  of  respondents  in  each  EAA  also  varied 
greatly  and  irrespectively  of  the  size  of  the  EAA. 

The  largest  number  of  questionnaires  returned 
by  a single  EAA  was  20  from  the 
Wilkes-Barre-Scranton  area.  With  three  exceptions,  at 
least  two  questionnaires  were  returned  from  every 
EAA  in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  Most  EAAs 


returned  four  or  more  questionnaires. 

Selection  of  the  respondents  was  made  at  the 
district  level  according  to  generalized  instructions 
prepared  by  the  Office  of  State  Planning  and 
Development.  Thirty-three  percent  of  the 
respondents  were  business  professionals,  23  percent 
were  elected  local  officials,  27  percent  were  planners 
and  professionals  such  as  doctors,  teachers,  college 
administrators,  newspaper  editors,  and  social  workers 
(Table  4.1).  In  at  least  one  district  (Northern  Tier), 
the  list  of  respondents  included  some  high  school  and 
college  students  as  well  as  senior  citizens. 

Tabulation  of  the  questionnaire  was  also  done  at 
the  district  level.  A systematic,  uniform  method  of 
tabulation  was  developed  by  the  Office  of  State 
Planning  and  Development  and  was  used  by  each  of 
the  local  development  districts. 

One  important  step  in  the  tabulation  procedure 
was  the  determination  of  priority  rankings  for 
problems  and  goals  at  the  district  level,  as  based  on 
the  weighted  averages  of  priority  rankings  established 
for  individual  economic  activity  areas  within  the 
district.  Specifically,  to  determine  district  priorities, 
the  ranks  assigned  to  a particular  problem  or  goal  in 
the  individual  EAAs  that  make  up  the  district  were 
first  weighted  by  each  EAA’s  share  of  the  district 
population.  The  weighted  ranks  were  summed  across 
EAAs  to  district  level  and  then  divided  by  100  to 
obtain  a weighted  average  rank  for  each  problem  and 
goal  in  the  district. 

Einal  tabulation  of  the  survey  results  was 
accomplished  by  the  Office  of  State  Planning  and 
Development  with  the  aid  of  computers.  This  final 
tabulation  is  contained  in  Volume  II,  Statistical 
Appendix  B of  this  report.  To  facilitate  interpretation 
of  the  results,  scale  values  are  shown.  Eor  every 
problem  and  goal  listed  on  the  statistical  tables,  there 
is  a corresponding  scale  value.  Simply  stated,  the  scale 
value  is  the  value  when  the  highest  ranked  problem  or 
goal  is  taken  as  100.0. 

SURVEY  RESULTS 
Development  Problems 

Housing  — According  to  the  opinion  survey,  the 
most  serious  development  problem  is  LACK  OP 
ADEQUATE  HOUSING.  On  a scale  of  100,  housing 
as  a problem  scored  95  or  higher  in  four  of  the  seven 
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TABLE  4.1 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  QUESTIONNAIRES 
(NUMBERS  IN  PARENTHESES  ARE  PERCENTAGE  DISTRIBUTIONS) 

RESPONDENTS 


REGIONS 

BUSINESS 

PROFESSIONAL 

ELECTED 

GOVERNMENT 

OFFICIALS 

PLANNERS 
& RELATED 

PROFESSIONALS 

ojher' 

TOT^L 

Northeast 

16(53.3) 

0(0.0) 

10(33.3) 

4(  13.3) 

30 

Northern  Tier 

3(5.1) 

23(39.0) 

10(16.9) 

23(39.0) 

59 

Susquehanna 

22(31.0) 

16(22.5) 

21(29.6) 

12(16.9) 

71 

Southern  Alleghenies 

10(40.0) 

3(12.0) 

9(36.0) 

3(  12.0) 

25 

North  Central 

43(47.3) 

20(22.0) 

17(18.7) 

1 1(  12.1) 

91 

Northwest 

8(28.6) 

9(32.1) 

9(32.1 ) 

2(7.1 ) 

28 

Southwest 

13(26.0) 

8(16.0) 

20(40.0) 

9(18.0) 

50 

1 15(32.9) 

79(22.6) 

96(27.4) 

64(18.3) 

350 

^ Includes  doctors,  lawyers,  social  workers,  college  and  high  school  administrators,  teachers  and 
students,  senior  citizens,  and  others. 
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Appalachia  Pennsylvania  districts.  Turn  to  Figure  4.1 
and  Table  4.2.  Of  the  67  economic  activity  areas  in 
Pennsylvania,  13  ranked  this  problem  as  most  serious 
and  15  ranked  it  high,  although  not  most  serious. 
Those  EAAs  ranking  housing  as  the  most  serious 
problem  were  predominantly  large  urban  areas. 

The  Agnes  Flood  of  June  1972  undoubtedly  was 
a factor  responsible  for  the  high  ranking  of  this 
problem  condition.  Nine  of  the  13  EAAs  that 
suffered  the  greatest  damage  to  residential  structures 
from  flooding,  ranked  housing  as  one  of  their  most 
serious  problems. 

Insufficient  Employment  Opportunities  — One 
of  the  primary  characteristics  identifying  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania’s  need  for  external  stimuli  has  been  the 
degree  to  which  employment  growth  has  lagged 
behind  that  of  the  rest  of  the  State  and  the  high 
incidence  of  unemployment.  Wlrile  employment 
increased  in  the  1960s  at  a decennial  rate  of  14.5 
percent  in  non-Appalachia  Pennsylvania,  the  rate  in 
the  seven  Appalachia  districts  was  only  8.8  percent. 
The  rates  of  unemployment  are  also  reflective  of  a 
sluggish  economy.  In  each  of  the  Appalachian 
districts,  the  rate  was  higher  than  in  any  of  the  three 
non-Appalachian  districts. 

Therefore,  it  is  not  surprising  that 
INSUFFICIENT  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITIES 
was  generally  identified  as  the  second  most  serious 
development  problem.  Three  of  the  seven  districts 
and  more  than  one-third  of  the  67  EAAs  identified 
this  problem  as  most  serious.  This  problem  tended  to 
be  ranked  as  most  serious  among  those  EAAs  with 
populations  between  50,000-100,000  or  those  with 
high  rates  of  population  growth. 

Transportation  Access  — The  third  most  serious 
problem  in  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  according  to  the 
local  interest  survey  is  TRANSPORTATION 
ACCESS.  This  problem,  however,  was  not  ranked 
high  in  the  Northeast  District,  which  is  served  by  an 
excellent  network  of  highways. 

Out-Migration  of  the  Quality  Labor  Force  — 
Another  problem  characteristic  of  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania  has  been  out-migration,  particularly 
among  the  young.  The  rate  of  out-migration  among 
people  between  20  and  29  years  old  for  the  State 
between  1950  and  1960  was  12.0  percent.  Over  the 
same  period,  the  rate  in  every  Appalachian  district, 
except  the  Susquehanna  District,  was  greater  than  20 
percent.  According  to  the  survey,  OUT-MIGRATION 
ranks  as  the  fourth  most  serious  problem  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  Generally,  this  problem  was 
identified  as  being  less  serious  in  the  EAAs  with 
populations  below  10,000. 

Attitudes  of  Community  Leadership  — 
ATTITUDES  OF  COMMUNITY  LEADERSHIP 


ranked  as  the  fifth  most  serious  problem  in 
Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  In  the  Northeast  District 
this  problem  was  identified  as  the  most  serious 
problem,  and  ranked  as  the  second  most  serious 
problem  in  the  Susquehanna  District.  Some  officials 
in  these  districts  feel  that  this  problem  may  stem 
from  the  multiplicity  of  governmental  units  and  from 
the  lack  of  coherence  among  them.  It  was  pointed 
out  that  there  are  more  than  500  units  of  local 
government  in  the  Susquehanna  District  alone.  There 
is  also  the  suggestion  of  a communications  problem. 

Low  Levels  of  Per  Capita  Income  - Of  the  52 
Pennsylvania  Appalachian  counties,  40  have  a higher 
percentage  of  families  with  incomes  below  poverty 
level  than  the  State  average  of  7.9  percent.  All  but 
two  counties,  Allegheny  and  Cameron,  have  a median 
family  income  below  the  State  average.  While  the 
ranking  of  INADEQUATE  EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITIES  as  the  second  most  serious 
problem  indicates  a shortage  of  jobs,  the  ranking  of 
LOW  LEVELS  OF  PER  CAPITA  INCOME  as  the 
sixth  most  serious  problem  indicates  a lack  of  quality 
in  the  employment  opportunities  as  well. 

Lack  of  Controlled  Physical  Development  and 
Absence  of  Community  Planning  - These  two 
interrelated  problems  were  ranked,  respectively,  as 
the  seventh  and  eighth  most  serious  problems 
affecting  the  quality  of  life  in  Appalachia 
Pennsylvania. 

Development  Goals  and  Specific  Actions 

Increased  Economic  Development  — As  a 
development  goal,  INCREASED  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT  and,  more  specifically, 
ATTRACTING  NEW  INDUSTRIES  IN 
MANUFACTURING  are,  in  the  opinion  of 
questionnaire  respondents,  most  needed  to  improve 
the  quality  of  life  in  their  communities. 

At  the  district  level,  INCREASED  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT  has  the  highest  ranking  in  every 
district  except  the  Northeast  in  which  it  was  ranked 
second  highest  with  a scale  value  of  94.7  percent. 
(Figure  4.2  and  Table  4.3)  As  a specific  action  for 
achievement  of  this  development  goal, 
ATTRACTING  NEW  INDUSTRY  IN 
MANUFACTURING  was  ranked  highest  in  every 
district.  Among  the  individual  EAAs,  INCREASED 
ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  was  ranked  highest  in 
41  EAAs  of  which  36  selected  ATTRACTING  NEW 
INDUSTRY  IN  MANUFACTURING  as  the  most 
important  specific  action.  In  each  district  except  the 
Northern  Tier,  over  half  of  their  respective  EAAs 
cited  INCREASED  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  as 
the  most  important  goal.  The  percentage  of  EAAs 
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Figure  4.1  - MOST  SERIOUS  PROBLEMS  IN  APPALACHIA  PENNSYI.VANIA''' 
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Most  serious  problems  are  those  with  scale  values  50.07,  or  greater. 

Scale  values  are  values  when  the  most  serious  problem  is  taken  as  100.07,. 


TABLE  4.2 


RELATIVE  IMPORTANCE:  PROBLEMS  AFFECTING  THE  QUALITY  OF  LIFE 
IN  SEVEN  REGIONS  OF  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA* 


PROBLEMS 

NORTHEAST 

NORTHERN  TIER 

SUSQUEHANNA 

SOUTHERN 

ALLEGHENIES 

I 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

NORTHWEST 

SOUTHWEST 

APPALACHIA 

PENNSYLVANIA** 

1. 

Lack  of  adequate  housing 

82.9 

69.0 

100.0 

81.6 

95.0 

98.3 

100.0 

89.5 

2_ 

Insufficient  employment 
opportunities 

65.0 

100.0 

71.8 

100.0 

100.0 

80.4 

79.4 

85.2 

3. 

Transportation  access 

42.9 

70.2 

59.1 

74.7 

90.0 

100.0 

91.0 

75.4 

4. 

Out-migration  of  the 
quality  labor  force 

54.5 

65.2 

66.6 

81.6 

78.6 

73.3 

64.7 

69.2 

5. 

Attitudes  of  community 
leadership 

100.0 

54.6 

71.8 

59.0 

66.5 

63.2 

54.2 

67.0 

6. 

Low  levels  of  per  capita 
(or  family)  income 

62.6 

72.4 

65.2 

45.3 

94.4 

65.6 

54.1 

65.7 

7. 

Lack  of  controlled  physical 
development 

56.9 

64.5 

49.2 

27.1 

62.2 

41.7 

53.1 

50.7 

8. 

Absence  of  community 
planning 

69.7 

60.2 

44.9 

27.2 

58.6 

47.6 

42.8 

50.1 

9. 

Visual  appearance  of  the 
community 

60.0 

66.2 

51.5 

25.3 

60.1 

46.1 

39,6 

49.8 

10. 

Water  pollution 

39.3 

67.7 

43.5 

31.1 

44.3 

54.1 

47.4 

46.8 

11. 

Availability  of  health  care 
services  and  facilities 

38.7 

53.7 

42.7 

36.5 

55.6 

48.0 

46.2 

45.9 

12. 

High  incidence  of  poverty 

36.2 

52.9 

38.6 

42.0 

52.1 

52.6 

46.1 

45.8 

13. 

Availability  of  other  basic 
community  services  (specify) 

32.1 

42.5 

37.1 

34.8 

38.1 

83.1 

49.5 

45.3 

14. 

Crime  & juvenile  delinquency 

35.0 

48.4 

47.6 

27.5 

41.3 

57.5 

46.3 

43.4 

15. 

Land  erosion  & sediment 

37.6 

61.8 

39.4 

20.4 

46.1 

43.3 

35.6 

40.6 

16. 

Air  pollution 

35.4 

43.9 

33.0 

27.5 

38.6 

43.2 

50.0 

38.8 

17. 

Other  problems  (specify) 

26.0 

39.0 

30.0 

19.7 

42.7 

51.4 

42.1 

35.8 

18. 

Noise  pollution 

28.2 

43.1 

31.0 

29.1 

42.1 

34.6 

36.0 

34.9 

19. 

Population  growing  too 
rapidly  in  relation  to  the 
resource  structure 

27.1 

43.8 

30.7 

17.6 

31.1 

34.9 

30.1 

30.8 

The  values  in  each  column  are  scale  values  when  the  most  serious  problem  is  taken  as  100.0%. 

The  scale  values  for  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  are  based  on  a simple  averaging  of  the  scale  values 
for  individual  regions. 
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l^’igure  4.2  - HIGHEST  PRIORITY  GOALS  IN  APPAIAGHLI  PENNSYLVANIA' 
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Highest  priori!  goals  are  those  with  scale  values  50.0°/  or  greater. 
Scale  values  are  values  when  the  highest  prioritv  goal  is  taken  as  100.0 


TABLE  4.3 


RELATIVE  IMPORTANCE:  GOALS  FOR  DEVELOPMENT 
IN  THE  SEVEN  REGIONS  OF  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA* ** 
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1.  Increased  Economic 

94.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

99.2 

Development 


A 

Improved  Transportation  & 
Communication  Services  & 
Facilities 

40.1 

68.7 

61.7 

60.4 

60.3 

73.7 

61.1 

60.9 

3. 

Improved  Local  Government 
Operations  & Institutions 

100.0 

67.0 

62.5 

39.0 

46.8 

48.2 

43.3 

58.1 

4. 

Improved  Community 

Physical  Development 

53.7 

80.6 

70.0 

38.4 

^8.8 

61.4 

51.5 

57.8 

5. 

Improved  Environmental 
Quality 

41.7 

66.8 

46.8 

29.0 

32.6 

51.7 

45.5 

44.9 

6. 

Recreation  & Cultural 

Enrichment 

41.2 

68.9 

49.5 

27.7 

42.7 

42.1 

32.9 

43.6 

7. 

Greater  Intellectual 
Development  & Education 

37.2 

60.0 

39.9 

28.1 

35.7 

41.4 

32.4 

39.2 

8. 

Improved  Social  Welfare 

Service  & Income 

Maintenance  Programs 

34.1 

58.4 

41.4 

28.2 

29.7 

48.9 

32.9 

39.1 

9. 

Increased  Protection  of 

Persons  & Property 

30.1 

63.8 

43.3 

24.4 

29.1 

43.1 

31.8 

37.9 

0. 

Improved  Physical  & Mental 
Health  of  Persons 

29.6 

59.1 

39.4 

23.0 

35.2 

39.0 

32.2 

36.8 

1. 

Other 

21.5 

37.7 

29.1 

18.4 

23.1 

28.8 

23.0 

25.9 

* The  values  in  each  column  are  scale  values  when  the  highest  priority  goal  is  taken  as  100.0%. 

**  The  scale  values  for  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  are  based  on  a simple  averaging  of  the  scale  values 
for  individual  regions. 


60 


selecting  this  goal  was  higher  in  the  four  western 
districts  (7,  8,  d.  and  10),  68.3  percent,  than  in  the 
three  northeastern  districts  (3.  4,  5),  where  exactly 
half  of  the  EAAs  made  this  selection. 

There  were  other  distinguishing  differences. 
Among  the  twelve  EAAs  with  populations  exceeding 

100.000,  ten  ranked  INCREASED  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT  as  their  highest  priority  goal. 
Among  the  10  E.^As  with  populations  between 

50.000.  and  100.000  half  ranked  INCREASED 
ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  first;  among  the  29 
EAAs  between  10.000-50.000,  sixteen  (55,1  percent) 
ranked  this  goal  first;  and  among  the  16  with 
propulation  less  than  10.000.  10  (62.5  percent) 
ranked  this  goal  first.  In  addition,  of  those  ten 
Appalachian  EA.As  with  population  that  decreased  by 
more  than  5 percent,  eiglrt  ranked  this  goal  first  and 
the  other  two  ranked  it  second.  However, 
demonstrative  of  the  general  predominance  of  this 
goal,  eight  of  the  fifteen  EA.As  that  had  a population 
increase  in  excess  of  5 percent  also  selected  this  goal 
as  their  highest  priority. 

Improved  Transportation  and  Communication 
Facilities  and  Sendees  — The  second  highest  ranking 
development  goal  in  .Appalachia  Pennsylvania  was 
IMPROVED  TRANSPORTATION  AND 
COMMLlNICATIONS  E.ACILITIES  AND  SERVICES. 
Generally,  this  goal  referred  to  the  need  for  inter-area 
or  community  highways.  However,  there  were 
important  variations  in  responses  among  the  districts. 
In  the  sparsely  populated,  relatively  isolated  North 
Central  District,  inter-area  highways  were  a high 
priority  goal.  In  the  Susquehanna  District,  where 
flood  damage  was  heavy,  and  were  rapid  growth  and 
development  is  occuring  in  some  areas,  the  need  for 
community  highways  was  ranked  high.  In  the 
Pittsburgh  area,  IMPROVED  COMMUNITY  MASS 
TRANSIT  was  the  highest  ranking  specific  action. 

Improved  Local  Government  Institutions  and 
Operations  ~ The  Northeast  District  was  the  only 
Appalachian  Development  District  that  ranked 
IMPROVED  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  OPERATIONS 
AND  INSTITLmONS  as  the  highest  priority  goal. 
ESTABLISHMENT  OE  REGIONAL  GOVERNMENT 
was  ranked  in  this  district  and  in  most  other  districts 
as  the  most  important  specific  action  needed  to 
achieve  the  goal  of  improved  government  operations. 

The  high  ranking  of  this  specific  action 
throughout  Appalachia  Pennsylvania  lends  support  to 
the  basic  concepts  of  regionalism  as  put  forward  by 
the  Office  of  State  Planning  and  Development  in 
Harrisburg,  and  by  the  Appalachian  Regional 
Commission  in  Washington. 

Improved  Community  Physical  Development  — 
Although  INADEQUATE  HOUSING  ranked  as  the 


most  serious  problem  in  Pennsylvania.  IMPRO\'I  D 
COMMUNITY  PHYSICAL  DEVELOPINT  (which 
includes  a housing  subcategorv)  ranked  a low  fourth  as 
a development  goal.  Specific  actions  related  to  this 
goal.  DOWNTOWN  REDEVELOPMENT  and 
NON-SE'BSIDIZED  SINGLE  AND  MULTI-FAMILY 
HOUSING,  generally  were  ranked  higher  than 
housing  of  the  subsidized  type.  .Most  areas  expressed 
a greater  need  for  middle  income  housing  than  for 
low  income  housing.  Among  the  thirteen 
Pennsylvania  communities  suffering  the  most 
extensive  damage  to  residential  areas  during  the  1972 
Rood,  only  one  ranked  subsidized  housing  as  its 
highest  priority  specific  action  in  the  context  of 
IMPROVED  COMMUNITY  PHYSICAL 
DEVELOPMENT. 

The  response  that  improved  community  physical 
development  was  thought  to  be  less  important,  in 
most  districts  and  E.A.As.  than  increased  economic 
development  seems  inconsistent  with  the  high 
rankings  that  were  associated  with  the  housing 
problem  in  .Appalachia  Pennsylvania.  This  may 
possibly  be  a reflection  of  the  attitude  that  increased 
economic  development  ultimateh'  will  help  alleviate 
housing  difficulties  through  the  infusion  of  new 
capital  into  the  local  income  stream. 

Attitudes  Concerning  Investment  Strategies  and 
Policy  Alternatives 

Placing  strong  emphasis  upon  economic 
development  and  the  resultant  achievement  of  social 
objectives,  the  .Appalachia  program  recognizes  the 
importance  of  a sound  economic  investment  strategy. 

To  ascertain  citizens’  reactions  to  various 
investment  considerations,  one  section  of  the  opinion 
survey  is  addressed  to  broad  concepts  of  potential 
action  which  migltt  provide  a foundation  for 
investment  decisions. 

Local  i’5.  Regional  and  Statewide  Impacts  of 
Investment  Decisions  — In  response  to  the  first 
statement  of  whether  investment  decisions 
benefitting  individual  communities  should  be 
considered  on  the  basis  of  their  positive  or  negative 
impacts  regionally  and  State-wide,  the  opinion  survey 
indicates  near  unanimity.  Almost  eighty-seven 
percent  of  the  respondents  felt  regional 
considerations  should  be  paramount,  with  less  than 
seven  percent  disagreeing,  and  the  remainder  of  less 
than  seven  percent  neutral.  With  almost  ninet_\--three 
percent  of  the  respondents  having  definite  opinions, 
this  statement  also  received  the  least  number  of 
neutral  responses.  The  results  appear  to  indicate  that 
the  vast  majority  of  people  believe  that  investment 
decisions  must  be  evaluated  on  a broad  geographical 
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base  suggesting  that  the  ramifications  of  a single 
isolated  decision  affecting  an  individual  community 
may  have  enormous  implications  to  the  region  and 
even  the  State  as  a whole. 

Equity  or  Efficiency  as  an  Investment  Strategy  ? 

— The  second  statement  of  whether,  at  the  State 
level,  investment  decisions  based  on  an  equity  goal  of 
reducing  disparities  in  income  that  exist  between 
individual  communities  and  regions  was  a more 
important  consideration  than  an  efficiency  goal  of 
maximi/ing  growth  Statewide  did  not  elicit  the  same 
degree  of  agreement  in  responses  as  the  first. 
Fifty-two  percent  agreed  with  the  statement  to  some 
extent,  with  some  thirty-one  percent  disagreeing.  In 
summary,  a majority  agreed  with  the  statement  that 
the  goal  of  equity  was  much  more  important  than  the 
goal  of  efficiency  in  investment  decisions.  The 
reduction  of  disparities  in  income  among  areas  is 
thouglit  to  be  a greater  consideration  in  investment 
decisions  at  the  State  level  than  the  maximization  of 
economic  growth  State-wide.  Since  the  goal  of  the 
Appalachian  program  is  to  some  extent  the 
achievement  of  equity  of  this  particular  area,  in 
comparison  with  the  Nation  as  a whole,  it  is 
surprising  that  more  than  thirty-one  percent  would 
like  to  see  efficiency  as  the  basis  of  investment 
decisions  suggesting  perhaps  it  would  be  acceptable  to 
“write-off”  some  areas  and  their  residents  which  are 
unable  without  assistance  to  compete  with  better 
endowed  areas.  Nonetheless,  this  opinion  is  not  held 
by  a majority  of  respondents  and  the  concept  of 
equity  should  be  the  more  important  consideration  in 
investment  decisions. 

Geographic  Concentration  or  Scatteration  of 
Investments?  — To  the  third  statement  that  all 
communities  stand  to  benefit  when  public 
investments  are  concentrated  in  those  communities 
which  have  the  greatest  potential  for  economic 
growth,  the  response  was  rather  evenly  divided. 
Slightly  more  than  forty-four  percent  agreed  with  the 
statement  with  a sliglitly  greater  number  or 
forty-seven  percent  disagreeing.  Whether  ultimately 
all  communities  would  benefit  by  such  an  investment 
strategy  is  perhaps  the  crux  of  the  controversy. 
Concentration  of  such  investment  activities  in  areas 
with  the  greatest  potential  would  possibly  generate  a 
spill-over  effect,  but  as  evidenced  by  this  survey  a 
large  number  of  people  would  be  dubious  of  such  an 
occurrence.  It  appears  most  of  the  survey’s 
respondents  could  justifiably  feel  that  many 
communities  simply  would  not  reap  any  benefit  from 
such  an  investment  strategy  and  would  slide  even 
farther  behind  other  communities. 

Population  Restraint  or  Growth  Maximization? 

- Response  to  the  fourth  statement  of  whether  it  was 
more  important  for  a community  to  pursue  a policy 
of  population  restraint  and  controlled  economic 


growth  rather  than  a policy  of  growth  maximization 
was  split  forty-nine  percent  agreeing  and  thirty-nine 
percent  disagreeing.  A policy  of  population  restraint 
and  controlled  economic  growth,  which  managed  to 
gain  almost  half  of  the  respondents  as  adherents, 
demonstrates  in  itself  a marked  shift  from  the 
position  that  all  growth  is  desirable.  With  the  recent 
growing  concerns  about  population  and 
environmental  issues,  a policy  of  pure  growth 
maximization  without  regard  for  the  consequences 
has  probably  become  less  attractive  to  many  people. 

Selective  vs.  Indiscriminate  Industrial  Promotion 
— The  fifth  statement  of  whether  communities  under 
economic  stress  were  justified  in  following  an 
industrial  development  policy  indiscriminate  to  type 
of  industries  promoted  as  long  as  new  jobs  were 
created  was  refuted  by  a margin  of  almost  three  to 
one.  Sixty-seven  percent  disagreed  with  the 
statement,  with  23  percent  agreeing.  Response  to  this 
statement  appears  to  amplify  the  preceding  one; 
perhaps  indiscriminate  economic  development  is  not 
the  answer,  although  growth  maximization  to  some 
extent  is.  The  relatively  large  margin  of  disagreement 
is  surprising.  Even  communities  under  economic 
stress,  according  to  the  survey  respondents,  are  not 
justified  in  pursuing  a policy  of  development 
irresponsive  to  the  consequences. 

Quantitative  Growth  or  Qualitative  Growth  as 
an  Employment  Goal?  — The  sixth  and  final 
statement  was  addressed  to  the  concept  whether 
employment  maximization  is  more  important  than 
maximizing  the  earnings  potential  of  individual 
workers  in  a community.  Responses  to  this  statement 
were  forty-five  percent  in  agreement  and  forty 
percent  in  disagreement.  The  singular  objective  of 
creation  of  additional  jobs  is  an  important  goal  of 
many  communities  with  higli  unemployment  rates, 
but  less  a consideration  to  communities  with 
relatively  low  unemployment  who  may  desire  to 
attract  higher  paying  industries.  Many  respondents 
probably  saw  the  employment  and  additional  jobs  as 
the  deciding  factor;  first  worry  about  the  jobs,  later 
about  the  workers’  earnings.  Many  people  indicated 
precisely  this  sentiment  along  with  their  answer  to 
justify  their  decisions. 

In  summary,  investment  decisions  benefitting 
individual  communities  should  be  evaluated  based  on 
positive  and  negative  impact  on  the  region  and  State. 
Equity  should  be  a motivating  consideration  of 
decisions  made  at  the  State  level,  rather  than 
efficiency.  Concentration  of  investments  where  there 
is  most  potential  is  open  to  argument.  A policy  of 
controUed  economic  growth  is  desirable  which 
discriminates  in  respect  to  industries  promoted. 
Whether  it  is  better  to  pursue  employment 
maximination  or  maximization  of  individual  worker’s 
earnings,  the  question  remains  unsettled. 
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OPINION  SURVEY:  PROBLEMS,  GOALS  AND  ACTIONS 

FOR  DEVELOPMENT  IN  APPALACHIA  PENNSYLVANIA 


prepared  by 

GOVERNOR'S  OFFICE  OF  STATE  PLANNING  AND  DEVELOPMENT 
A.  EDWARD  SIMON,  DIRECTOR 


Name  of  Person  Completing  Questionaire 

Position  or  Title  

Organization  

Address  

Economic  Activity  Area  
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General  Instructions 


( 1)  In  completing  the  questionnaire,  please  refer  to  the  Economic 
Activity  Area  indicated  on  the  cover  page. 


(2)  Please  return  the  completed  questionnaire  by  March  30  toj 

Fritz  J.  Fichtner,  Jr. 

Governor's  Office  of  State  Planning  and  Development 

Post  Office  Box  1323 

Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17120 


Phone:  717-787-4013 


The  purpose  of  this  questionnaire  is  to  determine  subjective 
opinions  on  the  relative  importance  of  different  problems  and  goals 
within  your  area. 

There  are  three  subjects  covered.  The  first  subject  area 
lists  problems,  the  second  goals,  and  the  third  specific  actions.  Please 
answer  each  subject  area  separately  in  the  following  manner; 

1)  Read  all  the  items  in  a subject  area  . 

2)  Rank  the  most  important  or  serious  item  on  a given 
subject  area  1,  the  second  most  important  2,  etc. 

No  two  items  within  a subject  area  may  have  the 
same  rank. 

Place  the  rank  you  assign  in  the  box  in  the  rank 
column  at  the  left  of  each  item.'’^** 

3)  After  all  items  on  a sheet  are  ranked  assign  a weight 
or  rating  to  each  item. 

Use  a rating  from  a continuous  scale  from  zero  to  ten. 

A rating  of  zero  indicates  there  is  no  value  associated 
with  a given  item  and  a rating  of  ten  indicating  the 
highest  possible  value  assigned  to  an  item.*** 

Items  within  a subject  area  may  have  the  same  rating. 

I I 1 ^ 1 1 1 1 1 1 r~ 

0123456789  10 

Rating  Scale 

;V**N0TE  : The  third  subject  area,  specific  actions,  is  broken  down  into 
subcategories  using  the  goals  as  the  headings  for  the  sub- 
categories. Treat  each  subcategory  as  individual  subject  areas 
when  ranking  and  rating. 
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What  do  you  cons ider^,^ the  most  serious  problems  affecting  the  quality 

of  life  in  your  area? 


Air  Pollution. 

Population  growing  too  rapidly  in  relation  to  the 
resource  structure. 

Transportation  access. 

Land  erosion  and  sediment. 

Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

High  incidence  of  poverty. 

Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

Noise  pollution. 

Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 
Availability  of  other  basic  community  services  (specify) 

Absence  of  community  planning. 

Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 

Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

Water  pollution. 

Crime  and  juvenile  delinquency. 

Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

Other  problems  (specify) . 


Rank 

Rate 
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What  do  you  consider  to  be  the  most  important  fioals  for  development  in  your 


area? 


Rank 

Rate 

Improved  Social  Welfare  Services  and  Income  Maintenance 
Programs . 

Recreation  and  Cultural  Enrichment. 

Improved  Environmental  Quality. 

Increased  Protection  of  Persons  and  Property. 

Improved  Transportation  and  Communication  Services  and 
Faci  lities . 

Improved  Physical  and  Mental  Health  of  Persons. 

Improved  Community  Physical  Development. 

Greater  Intellectual  Development  and  Education. 
Increased  Economic  Development. 

Improved  Local  Government  Operations  and  Institutions. 
Other  (specify) 
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What  do  you  consider  to  be  the  most  Important  specific  actions  for  achieving 


development  goals  In  your  area? 


*AT« 

cial  Welfare  Services  and  Income  Maintenance 
In^roved  income  maintenance  programs . 

Improved  social  development  programs  for  children  and  youth. 
Increased  support  and  care  for  the  aged. 

Increased  support  and  care  for  the  handicapped. 

Other  (specify)  « 


Recreation  and  Cultural  Enrichment 


Inq)roved  recreational  hunting,  fishing,  boating  and  picnicking 
facilities. 

Improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including 
playgrounds  and  swimming  pools. 

Museum  development. 

Development  of  historic  sites  and  properties. 

Improved  library  services. 

Development  of  musical,  artistic  and  theatre  programs. 

Other  (specify)  . 


Improved  Environmental  Quality 

Stronger  enforcement  of  air  pollution  control  regulations. 
Stronger  enforcement  of  water  pollution  control  regulations. 
Mine  area  restoration. 

Inqjrove  water  treatment  facilities. 

Improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 

Improve  solid  waste  disposal  facilities. 

Improve  occupation  health  and  safety. 

Improve  visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

V 

Other  (specify)  
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Increased  Protection  of  Persons  and  Property. 


Juvenile  crime  prevention. 

Stronger  enforcement  of  criminal  law. 

Improved  police  protection. 

Improved  fire  fighting  services. 

Improved  protection  from  natural  hazards  and  disasters 
such  as  flooding. 

Increased  consumer  protection. 

Improved  traffic  safety  programs. 

Rehabilitation  of  offenders. 

Other  (specify) 

Improved  Transportation  and  Communication  Services  and  Facilities. 


Improved  community  highway  transportation. 

Improved  community  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus 
passenger  service. 

Improved  community  highway  cargo  transport. 

Improved  inter-area  highways. 

Improved  inter-area  mass  transit,  including  rail  and 
bus  passenger  service. 

Improved  inter-area  air  transportation. 

Improved  inter-area  highway  cargo  transport. 

Improved  inter-area  rail  cargo  transport. 

Improved  inter-area  air  cargo  transport. 

Other  (specify) 


Rank 

Rate 

Rank 

Rate 
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Improved  Physical  and  Mental  Health  of  Persons. 


Rank 

Rate 

Improved  emergency  medical  services. 

Provide  better  information  to  the  public  on  the 
availability  of  health  care  services. 

Improved  health  care  facilities. 

Improved  health  care  delivery  systems. 

Provide  incentives  for  group  practice  in  rural  areas 
and  in  the  inner  city  ghettos. 

Other  (specify) 


Improved  Community  Physical  Development. 


Increased  supply  of  subsidized  single  family  housing. 

Increased  supply  of  subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

Increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 

Increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

Rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 

Downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business 
district  improvements. 

Industrial  site  development. 

Other  (specify)__ 

Greater  Intellectual  Development  and  Education. 


Improved  quality  of  basic  education  systems  and  facilities. 

Improved  quality  of  higher  education  systems  and  facilities. 

Improved  quality  of  vocational  education  systems  and  facilitiej 

Improved  quality  of  manpower  development  and  job  retraining, 
systems  and  facilities. 

Improved  quality  of  special  education,  including  general 
pre-school  education  and  education  for  the  mentally  and 

physical  handicapped. 

Other  (specify)^ 
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Rank 

Rate 

Rank 

Rate 

Increased  Economic  Development 


Attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

Promote  agri-business  development. 

Promote  tourism. 

Promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

Encourage  development  of  distribution  and  storage  facilities 
Expand  mining  income  and  employment. 

Expand  timber  income  and  employment. 

Other  (specify) 

Improved  Local  Government  Operations  and  Institutions. 


Area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 
Consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

Establishment  of  regional  government. 

Other  (specify) 


Rank 

Rate 

Rank 

Rate 
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Place  a check  mark  In  the  space  provided  to  Indicate  how  strongly  you 


agree  or  disagree  with  the  following  statements. 


Whenever  possible,  investment  decisions  benefitting  individual  communities 
should  also  be  evaluated  in  terms  of  the  positive  or  negative  impacts  of  those 
investments  on  the  region  in  which  the  community  is  located  and  on  the  State 
as  a whole. 

r-  I I I I ~i 

strongly  agree  neutral  disagree  strongly 
agree  disagree 

With  regard  to  investment  decisions  made  at  the  State  level  of  government, 
the  equity  goal  of  reducing  disparities  in  income  that  exist  between  individual 
communities  and  regions  is  more  important  than  the  efficiency  goal  of  maximizing 
economic  growth  Statewide. 


strongly  agree  neutral  disagree  strongly 
agree  disagree 

If  the  State  and  Federal  Governments  were  to  concentrate  public  investments 
in  those  communities  that  have  shown  the  greatest  potential  for  economic  growth, 
all  communities  would  stand  to  benefit  more  ultimately  than  if  there  were  wide 
scatteration  of  investments  among  geographic  areas  without  regard  to  a community's 
potential. 


strongly  agree  neutral  disagree  strongly 
agree  disagree 

It  is  more  important  for  the  community  to  pursue  a policy  of  population 
restraint  and  controlled  economic  growth  than  to  pursue  a policy  of  growth 
maximization. 


L-IZ-il 

Strongly  agree 
agree 


I I 

neutral  disagree  strongly 

disagree 
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In  communities  that  are  under  economic  stress,  an  industrial 
development  policy  that  is  indiscriminant  with  respect  to  the  type 
of  industries  promoted  is  an  acceptable  policy  so  long  as  new  jobs 
are  created. 


strongly  agree  neutral  disagree  strongly 
agree  disagree 

Employment  growth  maximization  is  a more  important  industrial 
development  goal  in  the  community  than  the  goal  of  maximizing  the 
earnings  potential  of  individual  workers. 


strongly  agree  neutral  disagree 
agree 


strongly 

disagree 
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lastructions  for  Coniplet Ins  Tabulation  Forms 


In  order  to  facilitate  the  tabulation  of  the  responses  on  the 
opinion  survey  questionnaire,  we  are  asking  you  to  use  the  forms 
provided.  We  are  including  two  sets  of  forms  in  the  event  that 
some  of  you  may  not  have  access  to  duplicating  equipment.  One  set 
is  to  be  returned  to  us  when  completed.  The  other  set  is  for  your 
files . 

There  are  two  types  of  forms.  They  are  labeled  "Tab  Sheet-1" 
and  "Tab  Sheet-2.''  Tab  Sheet-1  is  used  for  recording  responses 
taken  from  individual  questionnaires  relating  to  a particular  economic 
activity  area  (EAA) . Tab  Sheet-2  is  used  as  a means  for  summarizing 
the  results  of  the  opinion  survey  at  region  level. 

Notice  that  each  form  is  separately  identified  by  a question  or 
program  category  printed  in  the  upper  left  hand  comer.  The  purpose 
of  this  is  to  direct  the  parson  doing  the  tabulating  to  a particular 
section  in  the  questionnaire. 

The  procedures  used  in  recording  responses  on  all  of  the  Tab  Sheet- 1 
forms  are  identical.  Only  the  question  and  program  categories  change. 

(See  attached  sample  forms.)  The  procedural  steps  are  as  follox'/s : 

(1)  Fill  in  the  blank  spaces  in  the  upper  right  hand  comer 
of  the  form.  These  spaces  are  used  in  identifying  the  region  and  economic 
activity  area  to  which  one  or  more  questionnaires  relate.  For  purposes 
of  area  identification  and  coding,  please  use  the  population  data  sheet 
which  includes  the  name  and  code  for  each  E/\A  in  your  Pv.egion.  There  should 
be  tv7o  identical  sets  of  Tab  Sheet-1  forms  for  each  EA/v.  One  set  w'ill  be 
returne-d  to  us.  The  second  set  is  for  your  files. 
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(2)  Sort  all  questionnaires  according  to  EAA.  There 
should  be  a single  stack  of  questionnaires  for  each  EAA  in  your 
Region.  It  is  also  suggested  that,  as  a next  step,  you  edit  the 
questionnaires  to  make  certain  that  each  questionnaire  is  complete 
and  that  each  item  has  been  properly  ranked.  We  are  not  asking  you 
to  tabulate  data  from  the  "rate"  columns;  therefore,  any  editing  with 
respect  to  "rates"  will  not  be  necessary.  If  you  find  that  a 
questionnaire  is  incomplete  or  has  been  otherwise  improperly  filled 
out  by  the  respondent,  exclude  it  from  the  stack  of  questionnaires 

for  that  EAA.  Next,  number  all  questionnaires  pertaining  to  a particu- 
lar EAA  consecutively  beginning  with  1.  If  there  are  6 questionnaires 
relating  to  a particular  EAA,  number  those  questionnaires  from  1 to  6 . 

The  numbers  should  be  entered  on  the  cover  sheet  of  the  questionnaire. 

(3)  Since  there  are  12  distinct  subject  categories  in  the 
questionnaire,  we  have  provided  12  separate  tabulation  forms  for  each 
EAA  in  your  Region.  These  subject  categories  are  easily  identified  in 
the  upper  left  hand  comer  of  the  tabulation  formt.  In  transferring  data 
from  the  questionnaire  to  Tab  Sheet- 1,  make  certain  that  the  fom  you 
are  using  corresponds  to  the  subject  category  in  the  questionnaire,  and 
that  the  questionnaire  is  for  the  EAA  designated  in  the  upper  right  hand 
comer  of  the  tabulation  sheet. 

(4)  This  step  involves  the  recording  of  ranks  from  questionnaires 
by  subject  category  for  each  EAA  in  the  space  provided  on  the  Tab  Sheet-1 
form  under  the  columns  headed  "tabulation  of  ranks  for  each  num.bered 
questionnaire".  Start  the  process  by  picking  up  questionnaire  number  1 

for  a particular  EAA.  Turn  to  page  4 of  the  qttestionnaire  and  record 
vertically  each  rank  in  the  space  provided  under  column  1 of  the  Tab 
Sheet-1  form  corresponding  to  the  subject  category  being  tabulated.  When 
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complete,  column  1 should  show  a rank  for  each  of  the  items  numbered  1 to 
19.  If  the  respondent  has  not  ranked  item  19,  which  is  defined  as  "other", 
assign  a rank  of  19  to  that  item  in  column  1.  Now  pick  up  questionnaire 
number  2 for  the  same  EAA  and  turn  to  page  4.  Record  the  ranks  taken  from 
page  4 of  the  questionnaire  in  column  2 of  the  tabulation  form.  The  process 
continues  until  you  have  recorded  all  responses  related  to  the  first  subject 
category  from  all  questionnaires  for  a given  EAA..  Repeat  the  process  for 
the  second  subject  category,  the  third  subject  category  and  so  on. 

(5)  When  all  of  the  sections  in  all  of  the  questionnaire  for 

a particular  EAA.  have  been  recorded  on  the  Tab  Sheet-1  forms,  you  are  then 
to  Slim  the  rankings  in  each  category  and  divide  by  the  number  of  responses 
in  order  to  determine  the  average  rank  for  that  subject  category.  Please 
compute  the  average  rank  to  one  decimal  place. 

(6)  The  same  procedure  described  in  steps  4 and  5 above  are 
repeated  for  each  EAA  in  your  region  until  all  of  the  questionnaires  have 
been  recorded  respective  to  their  appropriate  EAA's. 


Tab  Sheet-2  is  used  to  provide  a region  summary  of  the  results  shown 
on  the  Tab  Sheet- 1 forms.  The  procedure  for  completing  Tab  Sheet- 2 is 
as  follows: 

(1)  Notice  that  the  Tab  Sheet-2  forms  are  identified  in  the 
upper  right  hand  comer  by  the  name  of  your  region,  and  in  the  upper 
left  hand  comer  by  a question  or  program  category  that  appears  in  the 
questionnaire  and  also  on  the  Tab  Sheet-1  forms.  The  purpose  of  the 
Tab  Sheet- 2 form  is  to  arrive  at  an  average  ranking  for  your  region  for 
each  category  of  each  question,  while  taking  into  account  the  relative 
population  size  (or  weight)  of  each  EAA.  in  the  Region. 
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(2)  Each  Tab  Sheet-2  form  for  your  Region  is  identified 


by  a question  or  program  category  printed  in  the  upper  left  hand  comer. 

From  each  Tab  Sheet~l  form  that  has  the  same  identifying  question  or 
program  category  as  on  Tab  Sheet- 2,  transcribe  the  average  ranks  shorn 
in  the  last  column  of  the  form  onto  the  Tab  Sheet-2  form  in  the  space 
provided  for  "average  r'ank"  on  the  row  opposite  each  EAA  designation. 

Note  that  the  item  numbers  (Item  1,  Item  2,  etc.)  across  the  top  of 
Tab  Sheet-2  corresponds  to  the  item  numbers  shown  at  the  extreme  left  of 
the  Tab  Sheet- 1 forms.  We  have  supplied  you  with  extra  sheets  which  are 
to  be  used  for  questions  or  program  categories  containing  more  than  5 items. 
When  using  these  extra  sheets,  be  sure  to  repeat  the  EAA  code  in  the 
column  provided  at  the  left  margin. 

(3)  After  entering  all  the  average  ranks  for  each  item  and 
EAA  on  the  Tab  Sheet-2  form,  the  next  step  involves  multiplying  the 
average  rank  for  each  category  by  the  population  weight  for  each  EAA 
listed  on  the  form.  The  resulting  products  are  to  be  entered  in  the 
"weighted  rank"  columns  under  the  appropriate  , item  numbers.  This  same 
statistical  operation  is,  of  course,  repeated  on  each  of  the  12  Tab 
Sheet- 2 forms  for  your  Region. 

(4)  On  each  Tab  Sheet- 2 form,  sum  the  values  do^Nfn  the 
"weighted  rank"  columns  under  each  item  number  and  enter  this  sum  on 

the  row  at  the  bottom  of  the  form  labeled  "region  sum  of  weighted  ranks". 
Next,  divide  each  sum  of  weighted  ranks  by  100  to  obtain  the  "w^eighted 
average  rank  for  Region".  This  quotient  or  weighted  average  rank, 
carried  out  to  three  decimal  places,  is  then  entered  on  the  last 
row  of  the  Tab  Sheet-2  form. 
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Having  followed  the  procedural  steps  in  proper  sequence,  all  the 
tabulation  forms  for  your  Region  should  now  be  complete.  We  have  not 
asked  you  to  tabulate  the  final  section  of  the  questionnaire  which 
requests  each  respondent  to  react  to  a set  of  policy  oriented  statements. 
Nor  have  we  asked  you  to  tabulate  data  taken  from  the  "rate”  columns 
in  the  questionnaire.  These  tabulations  will  be  made  by  OSPD  staff. 

Thank  you  for  your  patience  and  cooperation  in  helping  us  to 
conduct  the  opinion  survey.  Hopefully,  all  of  us  will  benefit  from 
the  experience. 
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CHAPTER  5 


ECONOMIC  ACTIVITY  AREA  PROEILES 


Chapter  5 contains  profile  sheets  that  briefly 
summarize  conditions  in  all  the  67  Appalachian 
Pennsylvania  economic  activity  areas.  The  purpose  of 
these  profiles  is  to  provide  a basis  for  quickly 
identifying  local  disparities  in  social  and  economic 
conditions,  and  for  identifying  serious  development 
problems  and  goals  for  their  solution  in  each  locality. 

An  area  profile  consists  of  a set  of  the  most 
basic  social  and  economic  indicators  and  includes 
comparative  statistics  for  Pennsylvania  taken  as  a 
whole.  Significant  divergencies  between  area 
performance  or  status  and  State-wide  norms  are 


depicted  to  provide  some  indication  as  to  the  nature 
and  degree  of  problem  condition  in  each  economic 
activity  area. 

Basic  data  are  from  the  1970  fourth  count 
census  tapes  purchased  from  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the 
Census.  Complete  tabulations  from  which  these  data 
were  drawn  are  found  in  Volume  II,  Appendix  A of 
this  report.  A more  detailed  listing  of  area  problems 
and  goals  as  determined  from  a local  interest  survey  is 
contained  in  Volume  II,  Appendix  B.  A description 
of  the  survey  technique  and  analysis  of  results  are  in 
Chapter  4. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Scranton-Wilkes-Barre 


FAA  code: 


3-1 


Total  Population.  1970:  528,445 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70: 


-1.1 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  S2.480 


State  average:  S3, 082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,257 


State  average:  SI 0,877 


Families  on  welfare.  1970:  7,290 

as  ‘/l  of  all  families:  5.3 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  45.136 

as  of  total  population:  8.6  State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  19.036 

% employed  4.6 


4.6 


State  average:  3.7 


I'his  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  unemployment. 

(4)  High  male  unemployment  (5.37f) 

(5)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (41.3%). 

(6)  High  percentage  of  females  in  total  labor  force  (40.6%). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (15.7%)  with  heavy 
concentration  in  non-durable  goods  (30.6%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  ( 50.3%). 
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EAACode:  3-1 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

( 1 ) Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(5)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  encourage  development  of  distribution  and  storage  facilities. 

b.  provide  growth  in  service-oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district 
improvements. 

b.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Honesdale  EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  12,282 

Popidation  percentage  change,  1960-70:  1.9  State  average: 


Per  capita  income.  1970: 

$2,608 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income.  1970: 

$8,914 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970: 

As  '/  of  all  families: 

92 

2.8 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1 
as  '/(  of  total  population: 

1970: 

1,454 

1 1.8 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970: 

'/  unemployed  2.8 

137 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,207). 

(6)  Low  unemployment. 

(7)  Low  female  unemployment  (1.8%). 

(8)  High  female  labor  participation  (40.1%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  females  in  labor  force  (40.0%4. 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (5.29?). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  population  65  and  over  ( 16.19?) 


EAA  Code:  3-2 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development 
problems  are: 

( 1 ) Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(2)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(3)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(5)  Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

(2)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  health  care  delivery  systems. 

b.  improved  emergency  medical  services. 

(3)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  promote  agri-business  development. 

b.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Matamoras 

EAA  code:  3.3 

Total  population,  1970:  6,292 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70 

18.6 

State  average:  4.2 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,985 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,609 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  9 

as  % of  all  families:  5.3 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970: 
as  % of  total  population: 

473 

7.7 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970: 

% unemployed  4.2 

104 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  percentage  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(3)  High  male  unemployment  (5.5%). 

(4)  Low  female  unemployment  (2.0%). 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  construction  ( 1 1.1%)  and 
services  (33.2%). 

(6)  High  percentage  of  population  65  and  over  ( 14.7%)). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  persons  completing  high  school  (55.2%4. 


EAA  Code: 


3-3 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) Availability  of  other  basic  community  services. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(4)  Population  growing  too  rapidly  in  relation  to  the  resource  structure. 

(5)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1)  Increased  protection  of  persons  and  property,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  police  protection. 

b.  stronger  enforcement  of  criminal  law. 

(2)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  development  of  historic  sites  and  properties. 

b.  development  of  musical,  artistic  and  theater  programs. 

(3)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

b.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 


113  - 


AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Hazleton  EAA  code;  3-4 

Total  population,  1970;  75,787 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -2.1  State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,532 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $9,008 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  918 

as  % of  all  families;  4.5 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970; 
as  % of  total  population: 

7,759 

10.2 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970: 

% unemployed  3.6 

1,009 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,979). 

(4)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,256). 

(5)  High  percentage  of  females  in  labor  force  (40.0%) 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (43.7%)  with 
large  concentration  in  non-durable  goods  (27.0%). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives 
(54.4%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (24.9%). 


-114- 


HAA  Code:  3^ 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

(1)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(2)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(3)  Availability  of  other  basic  community  servdces. 

(4)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(5)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

(2)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds  and 
swimming  pools. 

b.  development  of  musical,  artistic  and  theater  programs. 

(3)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  East  Stroudsburg 


EAA  code;  3-5 


Total  population,  1970;  43,709 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -2. 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,890 


State  average;  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,754 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970;  243 

as  % of  all  families:  2. 1 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  4,270 

as  % of  total  population:  9.7  State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  447 

% unemployed  2.5 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (26.1%). 

(5)  Low  unemployment. 

(6)  Low  male  unemployment  (1.8%) 

(7)  High  percentage  female  labor  force  participation  (41.6%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (43.7%), 
with  large  concentration  in  non-durable  goods  (27.0%)  and  a high 
percentage  in  services  (34.5%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  have  completed  high  school  (56.7%). 
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EAA  Code:  3-5 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Noise  pollution. 

(3)  Air  pollution. 

(4)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(5)  Population  growing  too  rapidly  in  relation  to  the  resource  structure. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphais  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  development  of  musical,  artistic  and  theater  programs. 

b.  improved  library  services. 

(3)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improve  solid  waste  disposal  facilities. 

b.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Lehighton 


EAA  code:  3-6 


Total  population,  1970:  SI ,225 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  2.1 


State  average:  4,2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,481 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,276 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  565 

as  % of  all  families:  3.7 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  6,163 
as  % of  total  population:  1 1.0 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  702 

% unemployed  3.0 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (30.4%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,557). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,145). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (50.5%)  with  large 
concentration  in  non-durable  goods  (30.3%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (61.9%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (23.9%). 

(10)  Low  percentage  of  persons  completing  high  school  (44.9%). 
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EAA  Code:  3-6 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(2)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(3)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

b.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protections. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  industrial  site  development. 

b.  Other. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Pottsville 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970: 

70,834 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  0,1 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970: 

$2,482 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970 

; $8,748 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970: 
as  % of  all  families: 

678 

4.2 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  75,562 
as  % of  total  population:  12.1 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed, 
% unemployed  3.6 

1970:  922 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (34.0%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,886). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,248). 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (4.6%). 

(8)  Low  female  unemployment  (2.1%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (44.9%)  with 
large  concentration  in  non-durable  goods  (28.7%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (58.4%). 
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EAA  Code:  3-7 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(4)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(5)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

b.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

(3)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds  and 
swimming  pools. 

b.  improved  library  services. 


- 121  - 


AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Elkland 


EAA  code:  4-1 


Total  population,  1970:  6,945 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -2.8 


State  average:  4,2 


Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,098 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970;  $7,375 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  134 

as  % of  all  families;  7.3 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  1,108 

as  % of  total  population:  15.7 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  107 
7o  unemployed  4.3 


State  average;  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level. 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,168), 

(8)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,140). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (7.0%)  and 
manufacturing  (48.9%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operative  (57.0%) 

(11)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (33.0%) 
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HAA  Code:  4-1 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  arc: 

(1)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(3)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(4)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(6)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphais  on: 

a.  promote  tourism. 

b.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  single  family  housing. 

f3)  Greater  intellectual  development  and  education,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  quality  of  vocational  educational  systems  and  facilities. 

b.  improved  quality  of  basic  education  systems  and  facilities. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Sayre 


EAA  code;  4-2 


Total  population,  1970:  19,089 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -7.2 


State  average;  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,652 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $7,449 


State  average;  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970;  279 

as  % of  all  families:  5.8 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  2,159 

as  % of  total  population:  1 1.4 


State  average;  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  408 
% unemployed  5.5 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (28.4%). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (4.7%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (6.9%). 

(9)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (41.4%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  completing  high  school  (56.1%).  • 
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F.AA  Code:  4-2 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(4)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(5)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district  improvements: 

b.  industrial  site  development. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Troy 


EAA  code:  4.3 


Total  population,  1970:  4,243 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  5.3 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,720 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,999 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  50 
as  % of  all  families:  4.5 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  553 

as  % of  total  population:  1 2.7 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  28 

% unemployed  1.6 


State  average:  3^7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (41.9%) 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,225). 

(6)  Low  unemployment. 

(7)  Low  male  unemployment  (1.6%). 

(8)  Low  female  unemployment  (1.8%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  ( 1 1.7%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (61.3%). 
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EAA  Code:  4-3 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Transportation  access. 

(2)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(3)  Noise  pollution. 

(4)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(5)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thouglit  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  transportation  and  communication  ser\'ices  and  facilities,  with 
epiphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b,  establishment  of  regional  government. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district 
improvements. 

b.  industrial  site  development. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Wellsboro 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970;  10,456 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  3.1 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,653 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,080 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  128 

as  % of  all  families:  4.5 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  1,349 

as  7c  of  total  population:  12.8 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  284 

% unemployed  6.9 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3 ) High  percentage  of  families  below  poverty  level  ( 1 2,8%). 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (35.8%). 

(5)  High  earning  per  female  worker  ($3,945). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (6.0%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (8.6%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (6.2%)  and  transportation, 
communications  and  public  utilities  ( 10.8%), 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (47,8%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (27.9%). 
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EAA  Code:  4-4 


According  to  a local  interest  surv'ey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(3)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(4)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(5)  Land  erosion  and  sediment. 


The  three  most  important  gaols  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  health  care  facilities. 

b.  improved  health  care  delivery  systems. 

(2)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds  and 
swimming  pools. 

b.  improved  recreational  hunting,  fishing,  boating  and  picnicking  facilities. 

(3)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improve  solid  waste  disposal  facilities. 

b.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Mansfield 


EAA  code;  4-5 


Total  population,  1970:  10,479 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  23.0 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,201 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,769 


State  average;  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  140 

as  % of  all  families:  6.6 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  1,454 
as  % of  total  population:  14.3 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  102 

% unemployed  3.0 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income, 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfate 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (35.6%). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,272). 

(8)  Low  male  unemployment  ( 1 .4%). 

(9)  High  female  unemployment  (5.8%). 

(10)  Low  labor  force  participation  (45.0%). 

(11)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (65.3%). 

( 1 2)  Low  female  labor  force  participation  (29.0%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (8.9%)  and  services  (38.4%). 

( 14)  Small  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  laborers  (29.5%)  and  farmers  (7.4%). 

(15)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (65.3%). 
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EAA  Code:  4-5 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(4)  Lack  of  ade<3uate  housing. 

(5)  Water  pollution. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and 
facilities,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(2)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improve  solid  waste  disposal  facilities. 

b.  stronger  enforcement  of  water  pollution 
control  regulations. 

(3)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  health  care  facilities. 

b.  provide  incentives  for  group  practice  in  rural  areas  and 
in  the  inner  city  ghettos. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Canton 

Total  population,  1970:  5,371 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70: 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,378 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,596 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  58 

as  % of  all  families:  4.2 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  738 
as  % of  total  population;  14.0 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  49 

% unemployed  2.5 


EAA  code;  4-6 

State  average:  4.2 

State  average: 

$3,082 

State  average; 

$10,877 

State  average: 

4.6 

State  average: 

10.6 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,322). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($2,78 1 ). 

(7)  Low  unemployment. 

(8)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.4%). 

(9)  Low  female  unemployment  (2.6%). 

( 1 0)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (9.0%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (50.0%), 
and  farmers  (8.6). 
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HAACode:  4-6 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(2)  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(5)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  community  highway  cargo  transport. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Towanda 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970;  14,692 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  6.2 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,603 

State  average; 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $9,438 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  176 

as  % of  all  families;  6.8 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  1,339 
as  % of  total  population;  13.1 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  12.5 

% unemployed  3.2 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (3 1 .9%). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  (6,789). 

(7)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.3%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (5.0%). 

(9)  High  male  labor  force  participation  (80.3%). 

( 1 0)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (6.7%).  • 
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EAA  Code:  4-7 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Water  pollution. 

(2)  Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 

(3)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(4)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(5)  Land  erosion  and  sediment. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district 
improvements. 

b.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

(2)  Improved  social  welfare  services  and  income  maintenance,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  income  maintenance  programs. 

b.  increased  support  and  care  for  the  handicapped. 

(3)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Dushore  EAA  code;  4-8 

Total  population,  1970:  2,647 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  - 4.2  State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970: 

S2,6(i4 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970: 

$9,197 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970: 

10 

as  % of  all  families: 

1.3 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level. 

1970:  412 

as  % of  total  population 

i:  14.6 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1 

970:  41 

% unemployed  4.0 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (30.8%). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($2,800). 

(7)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.9%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (6.6%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  construction  ( 1 2.3%). 

( 1 0)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (50.7%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  population  65  and  over  ( 14.0%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (9.5%). 
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EAA  Code:  4-8 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(5)  Crime  and  juvenile  delinquency. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be; 

( 1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(3)  Greater  intellectual  development  and  education,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  quality  of  vocational  educational  systems  and  facilities. 

b.  improved  quality  of  basic  education  systems  and  facilities. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Montrose 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  5,919 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  3.7 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,774 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,668 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  61 

as  % of  all  families:  3.8 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  637 
as  % of  total  population:  10.6 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  54 

% unemployed  2.2 

State  average: 

3,7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (26.0%). 

(4)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,2 1 5). 

(5)  Low  unemployment. 

(6)  Low  male  unemployment  ( 1 .6%) 

(7)  High  labor  force  participation  (60.7%). 

(8)  High  male  labor  force  participation  (82.3%). 

(9)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (41.5%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  ( 10.6%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (60.2%). 
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EAACode;  4-9 


According  to  a local  interest  surv^ey.  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(3)  Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Transportation  access. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds 
and  swimming  pools. 

b.  improved  recreational  hunting,  fishing,  boating  and  picnicking 
facilities. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 

with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(3)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  promote  agri-business  development. 

b.  promote  tourism. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Hallstead 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  8,533 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  4.8 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,398 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,372 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  1 13 

as  % of  all  families:  4.8 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  1,519 

as  % of  total  population:  17.2 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  126 

% unemployed  3.8 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (38.6%). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,807). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ( $3,072). 

(8)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.7%). 

(9)  High  female  unemployment  (5.9%). 

( 10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives,  and  laborers  (53.7%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (6.4%). 
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EAACode:  4-10 


According  to  a local  interest  surc'ey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Land  erosion  and  sediment. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(4)  Water  pollution. 

(5)  Air  pollution. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 

b.  stronger  enforcement  of  water  pollution  control  regulations. 

(2)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

b.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

(3)  Increased  protection  of  persons  and  property,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  police  protection. 

b.  improved  traffic  safety  programs. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Renovo 

EAA  code; 

Total  population,  1970:  4,785 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  - 

18.5 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,055 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $6,812 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  86 

as  % of  all  families:  6-6 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  1,020 
as  % of  total  population:  22.0 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  136 

% unemployed  9.5 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income, 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (35.2%), 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ( $6,578). 

(8)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,243). 

(9)  High  unemployment. 

(10)  High  male  unemployment  (10.9%). 

(11)  High  female  unemployment  (5.7%). 

(12)  Low  labor  force  participation  (40.1%). 

(13)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  ( 6 1 .4%). 

(14)  Low  female  labor  force  participation  (20.6%). 

(15)  Low  percentage  of  females  in  labor  force  (26.8%). 

( 16)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (7.8%)  and  transportation, 
communication  and  public  utilities  ( 17.3%). 

(17)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (53.7%). 

(18)  High  percentage  of  population  65  and  over  ( 1 5,3%), 

(19)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (31.7%). 
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EAACode:  5-1 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(4)  Crime  and  juvenile  delinquency. 

(5)  Water  pollution. 

The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be; 

{ 1)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  hunting,  fishing,  boating  and  picnicking  facilities. 

b.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds  and 
swimming  pools. 

(2)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(3)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  health  care  facilities. 

b.  improved  emergency  medical  services. 
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AREA  PROFH  E 


Urban  center:  Williamsport 

Total  population,  1970;  109,984 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70: 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  S2,611 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $9,537 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  1,036 

as  % of  all  families:  3.7 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  7.717 

as  % of  total  population;  7.0 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  1,847 
% unemployed  4,2 


EAA  code;  5-2 

3.3  State  average;  4.2 

State  average:  $3,082 

State  average;  $10,877 

State  average:  4.6 

State  average;  10.6 

State  average;  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  below  poverty  level  (31.4%). 

(5)  High  male  unemployment  (4.5%). 

(6)  Low  labor  force  participation  (47.4%). 

(7)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (57.2%). 

(8)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (40.9%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (42.6%). 
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EAA  Code:  5-2 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Crime  and  juvenile  delinquency. 

(4)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  community  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus 
passenger  service. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district  improvements. 

(3)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Lock  Haven 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970:  44,349 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  38.0 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,486 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,758 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  367 

as  % of  all  families:  4.4 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  3,299 
as  % of  total  population:  10-1 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  1,001 
% unemployed  7.6 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (29.8%). 

(5)  Low  earning  per  female  worker  ($3,276). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (8.0%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (6.8%). 

(9)  Low  labor  force  participation  (47.1%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (43.7%)  with  heavy 
concentration  in  non-durable  goods  (24.9%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (47.7%). 
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EAA  Code:  5-3 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(3)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

{ 1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

(3)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  State  College 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970:  79,927 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  34.7 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,716 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $10,767 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  324 

as  % of  all  families:  --0 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  12,271 
as  % of  total  population:  15.3 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  1,000 

% unemployed  3.1 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  Higli  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (27.7%). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,229). 

(7)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.5%). 

(8)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (59.9%). 

(9)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (43.6%). 

(10)  Low  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (14:5%)  and  high 
percentage  in  services  (56.8%). 

(11)  Higli  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  professional,  technical,  managers  and 
administrators  (33.9%)  and  service  workers  (17.7%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  population  20-29  (28.4%)  and  low  percentage  45  and  over  (18.3%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (7 1 .9%). 
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EAA  Code:  5-4 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(4)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(5)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

(2)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(3)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Sunbury  EAA  code:  5-5 

Total  population,  1970:  142,408 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70: 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,459 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,059 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  1,012 

as  % of  all  families:  2.8 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  15,1 
as  % of  total  population:  10.5 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  1,720 
% unemployed  3.0 


6.9  State  average:  4.2 


State  average: 

$3,082 

State  average: 

$10,877 

State  average: 

4.6 

State  average: 

10.6 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (33.7%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,837). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,229). 

(7)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.7%). 

(8)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (69.1%). 

(9)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (41 .6%). 

( 1 0)  High  percentage  of  females  in  labor  force  (40.5%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (48.7%). 
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EAACode:  5-5 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
{ 1 ) Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(3)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Transportation  access. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be; 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  community  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus  passenger  service. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 

b.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district  improvements. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Shamokin 


EAA  code:  5-6 


Total  population,  1970:  88,595 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -12.6 


State  average:  4,2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,186 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $7,188 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  1,928 


as  % of  all  families:  8.3 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  14,963 

as  % of  total  population:  17,9 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  1,639 

% unemployed  5.1 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (37,2%). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($5,978). 

(8)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,1 17). 

(9)  High  unemployment. 

(10)  High  male  unemployment  (6.0%). 

(11)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (65.1%). 

( 1 2)  High  percentage  of  females  in  labor  force  (40.5%) 

(13)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (4. 1 %)  and  manufacturing  (4 1 .6%) 
with  heavy  concentration  in  non-durable  goods  (31.1%), 

(14)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (61.7%) 

(15)  High  percentage  of  population  45  and  over  (45. 1%). 

( 1 6)  Low  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (4 1 ,8%). 
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EAA  Code:  5-6 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(5)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a,  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(3)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

b.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Lewistown 


EAA  code;  5-7 


Total  population,  1970;  43,790 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  1.4 


State  average;  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  S2,635 


State  average;  S3, 082 


Mean  family  income.  1970:  $8,942 


State  average;  SI 0,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970;  372 
as  % of  all  families:  3.1 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  5,376 
as  % of  total  population:  12.1 


State  average;  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  669 

% unemployed  3.9 


State  average:  3,7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Slow  growth  in  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (30.7%). 

(6)  High  female  unemployment  (5.2%). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (4.2%  ) and  in  manufacturing 
(43.7%)  with  heavy  concentration  in  non-durable  goods  (22. 1%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (52.6%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (6.7%>). 
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EAA  Code:  5-7 


According  to  a local  interest  surcey.  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are 
r 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

b.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 


AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Philipsburg 

Total  population,  1970:  19.334 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70: 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,207 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,054 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  220 

as  % of  all  families:  4.5 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  3,851 
as  % of  total  population:  20.0 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  554 
% unemployed  8.2 


HA  A code:  5-8 


-5.6  State  average:  4.2 


State 

average: 

$3,082 

State 

average: 

$10,877 

State 

average: 

4.6 

State 

average : 

10.6 

State 

average ; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (27.2%). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,855). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,266). 

(8)  High  unemployment. 

(9)  High  male  unemployment  ( 1 0.1%). 

( 10)  High  female  unemployment  (4.5%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  ( 1 37c ) and  construction  ( 1 2.4%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (53.2%). 

( 1 3)  High  percentage  of  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  ( 2 1 37o). 

( 14)  Low  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (42.5%). 

(15)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  ( 1 2.4%). 
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EAA  Code:  5-8 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(2)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(3)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improve  visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

b.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 

(3)  Improved  social  welfare  services  and  income  maintenance,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  social  development  programs  for  children  and  for  youth. 

b.  increased  support  and  care  for  aged. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center : Marysville 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  17,130 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  7.1 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,644 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,250 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  157 

as  % of  all  famihes;  3.4 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  L739 
as  % of  total  population;  lO— 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  185 
% unemployed  2.7 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (26.6%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,1 80). 

(6)  Low  unemployment. 

(7)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.3%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  transportation,  communications 
and  utilities  ( 14.0%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (50.1%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (9.4%). 
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EAA  Code:  6-1 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(4)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  social  welfare  services  and  income  maintenance,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  support  and  care  for  aged. 

b.  improved  income  maintenance  programs. 

(2)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  emergency  medical  services. 

b.  improved  health  care  facilities. 

(3)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  promote  agri-business  development. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Spangler  EAA  code;  7-1 

Total  population,  1970:  20,779 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -7.3  State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970; 

$2,210 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970: 

$8,235 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970; 

397 

as  % of  all  families: 

7.8 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level. 

1970;  2,939 

as  % of  total  populatio 

n:  14.5 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed. 

1970:  345 

% unemployed  5.2 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (29.6%). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($7,144). 

(8)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,235). 

(9)  High  unemployment 

(10)  High  male  unemployment  (5.5%). 

(11)  High  female  unemployment  (4.7%). 

( 1 2)  Low  labor  force  participation  (47.4%). 

(13)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (65.2%). 

( 14)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (20.7%),  low  percentage 
in  manufacturing  ( 1 9.0%). 

(15)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  ( 50.9%). 

( 1 6)  Low  percentage  of  persons  completing  high  school  (39. 1%). 

( 1 7)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  ( 10.8%). 
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EAACode:  7-1 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

(1)  Water  pollution. 

(2)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(5)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 

b.  stronger  enforcement  of  water  pollution  control  regulations. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on; 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(3)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Altoona  EAA  code;  7-2 

Total  population,  1970;  156,123 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  -1.5  State  average;  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970; 

$2,340 

State  average; 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970; 

$9,089 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970; 
as  % of  all  families; 

1,693 

4.2 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level, 
as  % of  total  populatior 

1970;  18,807 

i;  12.0 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  2,154 
% unemployed  3.7 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  transportation,  communication, 
and  public  utilities  (15.3%). 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (49.1%). 
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EAA  Code:  7-2 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Transportation  access. 

(2)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(3)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 

(5)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(2)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(3)  Improved  social  welfare  services  and  income  maintenance,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  social  development  programs  for  children  and  for  youth. 

b.  increased  support  and  care  for  aged. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Huntingdon 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970:  26,877 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  0.2 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,336 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,460 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Famihes  on  welfare,  1970:  408 

as  % of  all  famihes:  6.1 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  3,874 
as  % of  total  population:  14.4 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  477 
% unemployed  4.7 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (32.9%). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  ($6,526). 

(8)  High  unemployment. 

(9)  High  male  unemployment  (4.8%). 

(10)  High  female  unemployment  (4.5%). 

(11)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (64.8%). 

(12)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (40.9%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (52.6%). 

(14)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (8.4%). 
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KAA  Code:  7-3 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( T)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

b.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  single  family  housing. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Johnstown 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  181,872 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  —6.2 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,634 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,685 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  2,658 

as  % of  all  families;  5-9 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  19,993 
as  % of  total  population:  11.1 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  2,870 
% unemployed  4.5 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  unemployment. 

(5)  High  male  unemployment  (4.5%). 

(6)  High  female  unemployment  (4.7%). 

(7)  Low  labor  force  participation  (49.3%). 

(8)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (69.3%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (4.6%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (35.4%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (6.4%). 
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HAA  Code:  7-4 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  O.ut-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  community  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus  passenger  service. 


- 167  - 


AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center  : Bedford 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970:  20,399 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  1.6 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,539 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,472 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  157 

as  % of  all  famihes:  3.0 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  2,653 
as  % of  total  population:  12.9 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  347 

% unemployed  4.4 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,140). 

(6)  High  male  unemployment  (5.1%). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (4.9%),  transportation, 
communications  and  public  utilities  (10.9%)  and  trade  (26.1%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (21.1%) 

(9)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (8.4%). 
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EAA  Code;  7-5 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

(1)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Transportation  access. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be; 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  other. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on; 

a.  other. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  industrial  site  development. 

b.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district  improvements. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  McConnellsburg 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970:  3,630 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  4.2 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,276 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,641 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  49 

as  % of  all  famihes:  2.1 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:581 
as  % of  total  population:  15.4 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  87 
% unemployed  5.5 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (34.8%). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,547). 

(8)  High  unemployment. 

(9)  High  male  unemployment  (6.1%). 

(10)  High  labor  force  participation  (61.9%). 

(11)  High  male  labor  force  participation  (82.0%). 

(12)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (43.1%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (8.3%). 

(14)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (51.8%). 

(15)  Low  percentage  of  persons  completing  high  school  (39.2%). 

(16)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (1 1.9%). 
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KAA  Code:  7-6 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(2)  Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 

(3)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district 
improvements. 

b.  industrial  site  development. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 

with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highway  cargo  transport. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Somerset 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  22,523 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  3.4 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,759 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,729 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  372 

as  % of  all  famihes:  6.3 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  2,784 
as  % of  total  population:  12.4 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  458 
% unemployed  5.4 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (32.5%). 

(5)  High  earnings  per  male  ($8,006). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (5.2%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (5.6%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (7.0%)  and  low 
percentage  in  manufacturing  (19.8%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (9.4%). 


- 172  - 


EAA  Code:  7-7 


According  to  a local  interest  surv'cy,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) InsutTicient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(3)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Greater  intellectual  development  and  education,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  quality  of  basic  education  systems  and  facilities. 

b.  improved  quality  of  manpower  development  and  job  retraining 
systems  and  facilities. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 

with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Meyersdale 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  12,385 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -0.6 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,121 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $7,360 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  242 

as  % of  all  families:  1 .0 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  2,402 
as  % of  total  population:  19.7 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  318 
% unemployed  7.1 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  families  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (36.9%). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,212). 

(8)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,766). 

(9)  High  unemployment. 

(10)  High  male  unemployment  (9.1%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (10.8%)  and  mining  (4.4%). 

(12)  Low  percentage  of  persons  completing  high  school  (37.9%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  population  65  and  over  (15.4%). 

(14)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (10.6%). 
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EAA  Code:  7-8 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 

(3)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(4)  Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 

(5)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 

b.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business 
district  improvements. 

(3)  Improved  social  welfare  services  and  income  maintenance,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  income  maintenance  programs. 

b.  increased  support  and  care  for  aged. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Bradford  EAA  code:  g.i 

Total  population,  1970:  30,155 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  - 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,780 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,405 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  463 

as  % of  all  families:  5-7 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  3,312 
as  % of  total  population:  10.9 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  708 

% unemployed  5.7 


7.2  State  average:  4.2 


State  average: 

$3,082 

State  average: 

$10,877 

State  average: 

4.6 

State  average; 

10.6 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  unemployment. 

(5)  High  male  unemployment  (5.8%). 

(6)  High  female  unemployment  (5.6%). 

(7)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (42.8%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (4.0%). 
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EAACode:  8-1 


According  to  a local  interest  surv'ey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  develoimient  problems  are: 
( I ) Transportation  access. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(2)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  industrial  site  development. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Port  Allegheny  EAA  code:  8-2 

Total  population,  1970;  5,140 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  1.8  State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970: 

$2,571 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970: 

$8,567 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970: 

97 

as  % of  all  famihes:  6.8 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level. 

1970:  893 

as  % of  total  population 

: 16.8 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1 

970:  57 

% unemployed  3.0 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

( 1 ) Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (39.7%). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,126). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (46.0%)  with 
heavy  concentration  in  durable  goods  (43.7%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and 
laborers  (51.1%). 


- 178  - 


HAA  Code:  8-2 


According  to  a local  interest  siirv'ey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(5)  Absence  of  community  planning. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  industrial  site  development. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Coudersport 


EAA  code:  8-3 


Total  population,  1970:  3,730 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  —1.4 


State  average;  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,770 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970;  $9,278 


State  average;  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970;  30 

as  % of  all  families;  3.1 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  363 
as  % of  total  population:  9.8 


State  average;  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  87 

% unemployed  5,6 


State  average;  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (29.9%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,017). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (6.4%). 

(8)  High  labor  force  participation  (60.1%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (4.2%)  and  services  (37.5%). 

(10)  Low  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (35.1%) 
and  high  percentage  as  service  workers  ( 15.9%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (27.1%). 
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EAA  Code:  8-3 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Greater  intellectual  development  and  education,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  quality  of  vocational  educational  systems  and  facilities. 

b.  improved  quality  of  basic  education  systems  and  facilities. 

(3)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Galeton 

EAA  code:  8-4 

Total  population,  1970:  2,588 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  -3.5 

State  average;  4.2 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,158 

State  average; 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $7,668 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  $7 
as  % of  all  famihes:  $-9 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  $93 
as  % of  total  population:  25.0 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  46 
% unemployed  5.7 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (37.6%). 

(7)  High  unemployment. 

(8)  High  male  unemployment  (6.5%). 

(9)  Low  labor  force  participation  (49.4%). 

(10)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (69.5%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (56.6%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (6.1%). 


EAA  Code:  8-4 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  mcKt  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(3)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(4)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 

(5)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

b.  industrial  site  development. 

(3)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  emergency  medical  services. 

b.  provide  incentives  for  group  practice  in  rural  areas  and  in  the  inner 
city  ghettos. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Kane 


EAA  code:  ^5 


Total  population,  1970:  8,830 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -6.6 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,240 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,393 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  117 

as  % of  all  families:  5.6 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  863 
as  % of  total  population:  10.9 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  234 

7o  unemployed  7.4 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  levef  (29.3%). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (6.4%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (8.6%). 

(9)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (41.9%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  females  in  labor  force  (40.7%).. 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (42.9%)  with  large 
concentration  in  durable  goods  (37.2%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (51.6%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  population  65  and  over  (14.8%). 

(14)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (32.0%). 
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EAA  Code:  8-5 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  arta’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Absence  of  community  planning. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increaded  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a,  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highway  cargo  transport. 

(3)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  hunting,  fishing,  boating  and  picnicking  facilities. 

b.  development  of  musical,  artistic  and  theather  programs. 


- 185 


AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center  : St.  Mary’s 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970;  32,981 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  1.9 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,465 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $8,186 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  183 

as  % of  all  famihes:  2.0 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:3,258 
as  % of  total  population;  9.9 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  780 

% unemployed  6.0 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (29.3%). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  female  unemployment  (10.9%). 

(8)  High  labor  force  participation  (60.0%). 

(9)  High  male  labor  force  participation  (78.7%). 

(10)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (44.5%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (60.2%) 
with  large  concentration  in  durable  goods  (48.7%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (52.3%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  persons  high  school  graduates  (55.5%). 
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EAA  Code:  8-6 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

(1)  Transportation  access. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(4)  Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 

(5)  Air  pollution. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business 
district  improvements. 

(3)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Emporium 


EAA  code;  8-7 


Total  population,  1970:  6,350 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70: 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $3,096 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $10,443 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  37 

as  % of  all  families:  2.3 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  467 
as  % of  total  population:  7.5 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  118 

% unemployed  4.4 


-4.8  State  average:  4.2 


State  average: 

$3,082 

State  average; 

$10,877 

State  average: 

4.6 

State  average: 

10.6 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (17.9%). 

(5)  High  female  unemployment  (5.8%). 

(6)  High  male  labor  force  participation  (81.8%). 

(7)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (44.8%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (54.8%)  with  large 
concentration  in  durable  goods  (52.3%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (56.7%). 
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EAA  Code:  8-7 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

(1)  Transportation  access. 

(2)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facihties. 

(3)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(4)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(5)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on; 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  inter-area  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus  passenger  service. 

(3)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  improved  emergency  medical  services. 

b.  improved  health  care  facilities. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  DuBois 

EAA  ood«: 

Total  population,  1970;  40,947 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -4.7 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,509 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,903 

State  average; 

$10,877 

FamiUes  on  welfare,  1970:  724 

as  % of  all  families;  6.8 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  4,733 

as  % of  total  population;  1 1.5 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  760 
% unemployed  4.7 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (31.2%). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  female  unemployment  (5.2%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (49.4%) 
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EAA  Code:  8-8 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district 
improvements. 

b.  industrial  site  development. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Clearfield 

EAA  code:  8-9 

Total  population,  1970:  24,038 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -13.5 

State  average:  4.2 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,443 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,250 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Famihes  on  welfare,  1970:  225 

as  % of  all  famihes:  2.4 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  3,683 
as  % of  total  population:  15.2 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  484 
% unemployed  5.3 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (33.3%). 

(7)  High  unemployment. 

(8)  High  male  unemployment  (5.4%). 

(9)  High  female  unemployment  (5.1%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (4.3%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and 
laborers  (48.3%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (7.2%). 
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EAA  Code:  8-9 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Insut't'icient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(4)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(3)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

b.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Punxsutawney 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970:  13,131 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  - 

10.6 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,376 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $7,890 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Famihes  on  welfare,  1970:  143 

as  % of  all  families:  4.0 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  2,417 
as  % of  total  population:  18.5 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  212 
% unemployed  4.4 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (36.3%). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($2,920). 

(7)  High  unemployment. 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (4.9%). 

(9)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (69.4%). 

(10)  High  female  labor  force  participation  (43.0%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  construction  (8.8%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (49.7%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  (14.7%). 
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EAA  Code:  8-10 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(3)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

b.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 

b.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  multi-family  housing. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center : Erie 


EAA  code:  9-1 


Total  population,  1970:  259,013 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  5.7 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,768 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $10,445 


State  average:  $10,877 


State  average:  $3,082 


State  average:  4.2 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  2,691 

as  % of  all  families:  4.2 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  24,031 
as  % of  total  population:  9.3 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  4,150 

% unemployed  4.1 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (27.4%). 

(4)  High  earnings  per  male  worker  ($8,193). 

(5)  Low  male  unemployment  (2,7%). 

(6)  High  female  unemployment  (6.6%). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (58.6%). 
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EAA  Code:  0-1 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) Availability  of  other  basic  community  services. 

(2)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(3)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(4)  Transportation  access 

(5)  Other  problems. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thouglit  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus 
passenger  service. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  industrial  site  development. 

b.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Corry 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970;  20,854 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  2.0 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,168 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $9,284 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  266 

as  % of  all  families;  5.3 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  2,620 
as  % of  total  population:  12.6 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  228 
% unemployed  2.9 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (32.1%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,908). 

(6)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,225). 

(7)  Low  unemployment 

(8)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.1%). 

(9)  High  female  labor  participation  (40.2%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (5.6%)  and  manufacturing 
(48.2%)  with  a large  concentration  in  durable  goods  (41.2%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (56,8%). 
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HAA  Code:  0-2 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Air  pollution. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Poptdation  growing  too  rapidly  in  relation  to  the  resource  structure. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  community  highway  cargo  transport. 

(2)  Cireater  intellectual  development  and  education,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  quality  of  basic  education  systems  and  facilities. 

b.  improved  quality  of  higher  education  systems  and  facilities. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  multi-family  housing. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Warren 


EAA  code;  9-3 


Total  population,  1970:  30,321 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  4.3 


State  average;  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,959 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $10,650 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970;  192 

as  % of  all  families:  2.6 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  2,187 

as  % of  total  population:  7.2 


State  average;  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  362 
% unemployed  3.1 


State  average;  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  Higli  earnings  per  male  worker  ($8,328). 

(5)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.9%). 

(6)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (58.3%). 
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EAA  Code:  9-3 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Transportation  access. 

(2)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(3)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(4)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(5)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

(2)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  expand  timber  income  and  employment. 

(3)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  emergency  medical  services. 

b.  provide  incentives  for  group  practice  in  rural  areas  and  in  the  inner  city 
ghettos. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Meadville 

EAA  code:  9-4 

Total  population,  1970:  45,288 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  5.6 

State  average:  4.2 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  S2,800 

State  average; 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,724 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  313 

as  % of  all  famihes:  2.7 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:5,025 
as  % of  total  population;  11.1 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  534 
% unemployed  3.0 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

(1)  Moderate  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (34.1%). 

(5)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.7%). 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (48.8%). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (59.9%). 
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EAA  Code:  9-4 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

(1)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  social  welfare  services  and  income  maintenance,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  support  and  care  for  aged. 

b.  improved  social  development  programs  for  children  and  for  youth. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

b.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  single  family  housing. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Oil  City 

EAA  code:  9-5 

Total  population,  1970:  80,891 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  2.6 

State  average;  4.2 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,474 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $8,872 

State  average: 

$10,877 

FamiUes  on  welfare,  1970:  818 

as  % of  all  famihes;  4.6 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  8,973 
as  % of  total  population:  12.3 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  898 

% unemployed  3.7 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (31.8%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,234). 

(6)  Low  labor  force  participation  (49. 1%). 

(7)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (69.5%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (39.0%)  with  large 
concentration  in  durable  goods  (29.7%). 

(9)  Large  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  service  workers  (1-6.4%). 

(10)  Large  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (24.4%). 
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EAA  Code:  9-5 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 
( 1 ) Transportation  access. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(4)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(5)  Availability  of  other  basic  community  services. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(3)  Improved  social  welfare  services  and  income  maintenance,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  support  and  care  for  aged. 

b.  improved  income  maintenance  programs. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Jenks 


EAA  code:  9-6 


Total  population,  1970:  1,622 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  7.6 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  S2,715 


State  average;  S3, 082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,969 


State  average;  SI 0,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970;  13 

as  % of  all  families:  2.9 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  239 
as  % of  total  population:  14.2 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  32 
% unemployed  5,5 


State  average;  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (28.4%). 

(7)  High  unemployment. 

(8)  High  male  unemployment  (6.0%). 

(9)  Low  labor  force  participation  (49.4%). 

(10)  Low  female  labor  force  participation  (29.0%). 

(11)  Low  percentage  of  females  in  labor  force  (29.6%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (49.7%)  with  large 
concentration  in  durable  goods  (47.5%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and  laborers  (59.4%). 

(14)  High  percentage  of  population  65  and  over  (16.5%). 

(15)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  ( 18.9%). 

(16)  Low  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (42.5%). 

(17)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (1 1.9%). 
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EAA  Code;  9-6 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) Absence  of  community  planning. 

(2)  Other  problems. 

(3)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(4)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(5)  Crime  and  juvenile  delinquency. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  tourism. 

(2)  Increased  protection  of  persons  and  property,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  stronger  enforcement  of  criminal  law. 

b.  juvenile  crime  prevention. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highway  cargo  transport. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Sharon 

EAA  code; 

9-7 

Total  population,  1970;  90,151 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  -1.9 

State  average; 

4.2 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,852 

State  average; 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $10,172 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  969 

as  % of  all  famiUes;  4.2 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  8,421 
as  % of  total  population;  9.4 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  1,352 

% unemployed  4.0 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  female  unemployment  (5.3%). 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (46.4%)  with 
large  concentration  in  durable  goods  (44.2%). 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and 
laborers  (47.6%). 

(6)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (56.4%). 
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EAA  Code:  9-7 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Availability  of  other  basic  community  services. 

(3)  Air  pollution. 

(4)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 

(5)  Crime  and  juvenile  delinquency. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improve  solid  waste  disposal  facilities. 

b.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 

b.  increased  supply  of  non-subsidized  single  family  housing. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Mercer 

EAA  code:  9-8 

Total  population,  1970:  7,857 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  1.0 

State  average:  4.2 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,623 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,738 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  55 

as  % of  all  famihes:  2.9 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  685 
as  % of  total  population:  8.8 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  110 
% unemployed  3.8 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (32.4%). 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (5.4%)  and  finance, 
insurance  and  real  estate  (9.7%). 

(6)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (55.6%). 
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EAA  Code:  9-8 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Water  pollution. 

(5)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  promote  tourism. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  hunting,  fishing,  boating  and  picnicking  facilities. 

b.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds  and 
swimming  pools. 

(3)  Increased  protection  of  persons  and  property,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  traffic  safety  programs. 

b.  rehabilitation  of  offenders. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  New  Castle 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970;  106,573 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  -3.8 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,613 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $9,274 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  1,299 

as  % of  all  famines;  4.7 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  12,298 

as  % of  total  population;  1 1 .7 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  1,949 

% unemployed  5.0 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,263). 

(5)  High  unemployment. 

(6)  High  female  unemployment  (6.3%). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen,  operatives  and 
laborers  (48.5%). 
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EAA  Code:  9-9 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2) .  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(4)  Absence  of  community  planning. 

(5)  Crime  and  juvenile  delinquency. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 

with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(3)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  hunting,  fishing,  boating  and 
picnicking  facilities. 

b.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including 
playgrounds  and  swimming  pools. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Clarion 


EAA  code;  9-10 


Total  population,  1970:  17,997 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  11.8 


State  average;  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,545 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,246 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970;  149 

as  % of  all  families;  3.7 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  2,275 
as  % of  total  population:  13.0 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  21  1 

% unemployed  3.3 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (36.3%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,072). 

(6)  Low  female  unemployment  (2.7%). 

(7)  Low  labor  force  participation  (49.6%). 

(8)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (66.5%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (3.9%)  and  services  (33.8%). 

(10)  Higli  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (20.4%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (56.8%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (6.3%). 


214  _ 


EAA  C ode:  9-10 


According  to  a local  interest  surv'ey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1 ) Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Availability  of  other  basic  community  services. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  encourage  development  of  distribution  and  storage  facilities. 

(2)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds 
and  swimming  pools. 

b.  development  of  historic  sites  and  properties. 

(3)  Improved  physical  and  mental  health  of  persons,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  health  care  facilities. 

b.  improved  emergency  medical  services. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Grove  City 

LAA  code:  9-1 

Total  population,  1970:  14,620 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70;  1.6 

State  average;  4.2 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,419 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $9,233 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  86 

as  % of  all  families:  3.0 

State  average; 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  1,082 

as  % of  total  population:  8.5 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  193 

% unemployed  4.2 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,004). 

(5)  High  male  unemployment  (4.5%). 

(6)  Low  labor  force  population  (47.6%). 

(7)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  services  (43.2%). 

(8)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (21.0%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  high  school  graduates  (61.4%). 
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EAA  Code:  9-1  1 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(5)  Population  growing  too  rapidly  in  relation  to  the  resource  structure. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  development  of  musical,  artistic  and  theater  programs. 

b.  improved  library  services. 

(2)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(3)  Increased  protection  of  persons  and  property,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  police  protection. 

b.  improved  fire  fighting  services. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Beaver  Falls 


EAA  code;  1 0-1 


Total  population,  1970:  191,618 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  1.2 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,919 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970;  $10,025 


State  average:  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  1,770 

as  % of  all  families:  3.7 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  15,761 

as  % of  total  population;  9.0 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  2,476 

% unemployed  3.7 


State  average;  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Slow  population  growth. 

(2)  High  earnings  per  male  worker  ($8,360). 

(3)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.9%). 

(4)  High  female  unemployment  (5.4%). 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (47.8%),  with  heavy 
concentration  in  durable  goods  (44.2%). 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (50.6%). 
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EAA  Code:  10-1 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

( 1)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Air  pollution. 

(4)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  establishment  of  regional  government. 

b.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

(3)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improve  solid  waste  disposal  facilities. 

b.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center : Zelienople 

Total  population,  1970:  18,336 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70: 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,762 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,819 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  75 
as  % of  all  families:  2.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  861 

as  % of  total  population:  7.9 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  150 

% unemployed  3.7 


EAA  code:  10-2 

24.7 

State  average 
State  average 

State  average 

State  average 

State  average 


State  average:  4.2 
$3,082 
$10,877 

4.6 

10.6 

3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (31.8%). 

(6)  High  earnings  per  male  worker  ($8,219). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,066). 

(8)  High  male  labor  force  participation  rate  (82.0%). 

(9)  Low  percentage  female  total  labor  force  (29.9%). 

(10)  High  percentage  of  employment  in  manufacturing  (43.7%)  with  heavy 
concentrations  in  durable  goods  industries  (38.0%). 

(11)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (48.1%). 
Low  percentage  of  sales  and  clerical  workers  (17.9%). 

(12)  Low  male  unemployment  (2.1%). 

(13)  High  female  unemployment  (7.3%). 
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EAA  Code;  10-2 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are; 

(1)  Water  pollution. 

(2)  Availability  of  other  basic  community  services. 

(3)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be; 

(1)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on; 

a.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 

b.  improve  water  treatment  facilities. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(3)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds 
and  swimming  pools. 

b.  improved  library  services. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Butler 


EAA  code:  i0-3 


Total  population,  1970:  89,720 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  9.5 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,61 1 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,524 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  504 


State  average:  $10,877 


as  % of  all  families:  2.3 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  8,900 

as  % of  total  population:  9.9 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  1,330 

% unemployed  4.2 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (36.0%). 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  earnings  per  male  worker  ($8,084). 
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EAA  Code:  10-3 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Availability  of  other  basic  community  services. 

(2)  Water  pollution. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Land  erosion  and  sediment. 

(5)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  environmental  quality,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improve  sewage  treatment  facilities. 

b.  improve  water  treatment  facilities. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 

with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 

b.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district 
improvements. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Kittanning 

EAA  code: 

Total  population,  1970:  38,405 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -3.9 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,563 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $9,033 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  406 

as  % of  all  famihes;  4.0 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  4,848 
as  % of  total  population:  12.7 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  961 

% unemployed  7.2 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  earnings  per  female  workers  ($3,237). 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (30.8%). 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (6.9%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (7.7%). 

(9)  Low  labor  force  participation  rate  (49.6%). 

(10)  Low  female  labor  force  participation  (29.1%). 

(11)  Relatively  high  proportion  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (4.9%) 
and  mining  (3.9%)  with  large  concentration  of  employment  in  durable 
goods  industries  (28.3%). 

(12)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (18.1%). 
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EAA  Code;  10-4 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(4)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(5)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(3)  Improved  social  welfare  services  and  income  maintenance,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  support  and  care  for  aged. 

b.  improved  income  maintenance  programs. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Indiana 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  60,602 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  7.7 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,505 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,566 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  552 

as  % of  all  famihes:  4.0 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  8,223 
as  % of  total  population:  13.6 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  889 

% unemployed  4.1 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (35.1%). 

(5)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($3,095). 

(6)  Low  labor  force  participation  (47.0%). 

(7)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (67.8%). 

(8)  Relatively  high  proportion  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (3.6%) 
and  mining  (6.6%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (8.9%). 
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HAA  Code:  10-5 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 

(1)  Transportation  access. 

(2)  Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(4)  Availability  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 

(5)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

b.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  multi-family  housing. 

b.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 

(3)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center  : Pittsburgh 


EAA  code:  10-6 


Total  population,  1970:  1,794.399 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -0.2 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  S3, 304 


State  average:  S3, 082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  SI  3,667 


State  average:  SI  0,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  23.382 
as  % of  all  famihes:  6.3 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  163,378 

as  % of  total  population:  9.5 


State  average:  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  27.713 

% unemployed  4.2 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  High  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  earnings  per  male  worker  (S9,146). 

(6)  High  female  unemployment  (4.8%). 

(7)  Low  percentage  of  persons  completing  high  school  (44.5%). 
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HA  A C'ode:  lO-d 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  Hive  most  serious  development  jiroblems  are: 

(1)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(2)  InsuHficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Transportation  access. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Lack  of  controlled  physical  development. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

b.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus 
passenger  service. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  single  family  housing. 

b.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center : Washington 


EAA  code;  10-7 


Total  population,  1970:  91,314 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  1.0 


State  average;  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,563 


State  average:  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $9,356 


State  average;  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970:  1,265 

as  % of  all  families;  5.3 


State  average:  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  1 1,242 

as  % of  total  population;  12.3 


State  average;  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  1,407 

% unemployed  4. 1 


State  average;  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (33.1%). 

(4)  High  female  unemployment  (5.2%). 

(5)  High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (22.3%). 
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hAA  Code:  10- 

Aeeordine  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  pix)blems  are: 
( 1 ) Low  lecels  of  per  capita  (or  taniily)  income. 

(d)  Lack  ol  adet]uate  housing. 

(3)  InsutTicient  employment  opportunities. 

(4)  Transportation  access. 

(5)  Availabdity  of  health  care  services  and  facilities. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( 1 ) Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus 
passenger  service. 

b.  improved  community  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus 
passenger  service. 

(3)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  establishment  of  regional  government. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Monessen  EAA  code;  i0-8 

Total  population,  1970;  197,410 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -4.3  State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  ! 

S2,516 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970: 

$8,715 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970; 
as  % of  all  families: 

3,338 

6.7 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level, 
as  % of  total  populatio 

1970:  26,771 
n:  14.2 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed, 
% unemployed  5.0 

1970;  3.187 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics; 

( 1 ) Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  unemployment. 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (4.9%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (5.3%). 

(9)  Low  labor  force  participation  (46.4%). 

(10)  Low  male  labor  force  participation  (68.7%). 

(11)  Low  female  labor  force  participation  (26.3%). 

(12)  Low  percentage  of  females  in  total  labor  force  (29.8%). 

(13)  Relatively  high  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (8.8%). 

(14)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (48.8%). 

(15)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (7.4%). 
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HA  A Code:  10-8 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  develoimient  problems  are: 

(1)  Attitudes  of  community  leadership. 

(2)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(3)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(4)  Visual  appearance  of  the  community. 

(5)  Transportation  access. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

( I ) Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 
a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing, 
h.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  industrial  site  development. 

b.  increased  supply  of  subsidized  single  family  housing. 

(3)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities, 
with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Greensburg 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  124,203 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  10.9 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970;  $3,029 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970;  $10,324 

State  average; 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970;  1,216 

as  % of  all  famihes;  3.7 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970;  10,073 

as  % of  total  population;  8.1 

State  average; 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970;  2,221 

% unemployed  4.7 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(3)  Higli  earning  per  male  worker  ($8,541). 

(4)  High  unemployment. 

(5)  High  female  unemployment  (6.3%). 
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HA  A (ode:  1 0-d 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( I ) Transportation  access. 

(2)  Insid ficient  employment  opportunities. 

(3)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 

(4)  Noise  pollution. 

(5)  Crime  and  juvenile  delinquency. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  he: 

( I ) Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  inter-area  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus  passenger 
service. 

(2)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 

b.  industrial  site  development. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center;  Latrobe  EAA  code:  10-10 

Total  population,  1970:  49,886 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  6.3  State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970:  $ 

2.697 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970; 

$10,203 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970: 

369 

as  % of  all  famihes: 

3.0 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level. 

1970:  3,910 

as  % of  total  population 

: 7.8 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  L 

970:  1,362 

% unemployed  7.6 

State  average; 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

{ 1 ) Rapid  population  growth. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(4)  Low  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty. 

(5)  High  earnings  per  male  worker  ($9,375). 

(6)  High  unemployment  (7.6%). 

(7)  High  male  unemployment  (6.4%). 

(8)  High  female  unemployment  (10.3%). 

(9)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  manufacturing  (45.5%)  with 
heavy  concentration  in  durable  goods  (39.6%). 
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FA  A Code:  10-10 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Transportation  access. 

(3)  Availability  of  other  basic  community  services. 

(4)  C’rime  and  Juvenile  delinquency. 

(5)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities,  with 
emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  inter-area  highways. 

b.  improved  community  highway  transportation. 

(3)  Improved  community  physical  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  downtown  redevelopment,  including  central  business  district 
improvements. 

b.  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing  stock. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Uniontown 

EAA  code 

Total  population,  1970:  120,581 

Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  -3.9 

State  average 

Per  capita  income,  1970:  $2,304 

State  average: 

$3,082 

Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,064 

State  average: 

$10,877 

Families  on  welfare,  1970:  2,456 

as  % of  all  families:  8.1 

State  average: 

4.6 

Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  20,520 
as  % of  total  population:  17.8 

State  average: 

10.6 

Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  2,648 

% unemployed  6.7 

State  average: 

3.7 

This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 
(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

(13) 

(14) 

(15) 

(16) 
(17) 


Declining  population. 

Low  per  capita  income. 

Low  mean  family  income. 

High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (33.9%). 

Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($2,304). 

High  unemployment. 

High  male  unemployment  (6.8%). 

High  female  unemployment  (6.7%). 

Low  labor  force  participation  (48.1%). 

Low  female  labor  force  participation  (29.2%). 

High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  mining  (3.5%). 

High  percentage  of  persons  employed  as  craftsmen  and  operatives  (51.0%). 
High  percentage  of  population  65  and  over  (13.8%). 

High  percentage  of  male  high  school  dropouts  unemployed  (18.0%). 

High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (8.5%). 
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HA  A Code:  10-11 


According  to  a local  interest  sur\ey.  the  area's  five  most  serious  development  problems  are: 
( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(3)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(4)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 

(5)  Transportation  access. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  growth  in  service  oriented  industries. 

(2)  Improved  transportation  and  communication  services  and  facilities. 

with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  community  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus 
passenger  service. 

b.  improved  inter-area  mass  transit,  including  rail  and  bus 
passenger  service. 

(3)  Greater  intellectual  development  and  education,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  quality  of  manpower  development  and  job  retraining 
systems  and  facilities. 

b.  improved  quality  of  basic  education  systems  and  facilities. 
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AREA  PROFILE 


Urban  center:  Waynesburg 


EAA  code;  10-12 


Total  population,  1970:  12,402 


Population  percentage  change,  1960-70:  —2.8 


State  average:  4.2 


Per  capita  income,  1970;  $2,279 


State  average;  $3,082 


Mean  family  income,  1970:  $8,026 


State  average;  $10,877 


Families  on  welfare,  1970;  246 

as  % of  all  families:  8.0 


State  average;  4.6 


Persons  below  poverty  level,  1970:  1,686 

as  % of  total  population:  13.5 


State  average;  10.6 


Total  persons  unemployed,  1970:  235 
% unemployed  5.5 


State  average:  3.7 


This  area  has  the  following  distinguishing  characteristics: 

(1)  Declining  population. 

(2)  Low  per  capita  income. 

(3)  Low  mean  family  income. 

(4)  High  percentage  of  families  on  welfare. 

(5)  High  percentage  of  persons  below  poverty  level. 

(6)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  below  poverty  level  (38.1%). 

(7)  Low  earnings  per  male  worker  ($6,882). 

(8)  Low  earnings  per  female  worker  ($2,962). 

(9)  High  unemployment. 

(10)  High  male  unemployment  (5.7%). 

(11)  High  female  unemployment  (5.1%). 

(12)  Low  labor  force  participation  (47.0%). 

(13)  High  percentage  of  persons  employed  in  agriculture  (4.4%),  mining  (6.1%), 
construction  (9.6%)  and  services  (37.0%)  with  low  percentage  in 
manufacturing  (14.4%). 

(14)  High  percentage  of  persons  65  and  over  (14.8%). 

(15)  High  percentage  of  housing  units  without  plumbing  (8.5%). 


240- 


EAA  Code:  1 0-1  2 


According  to  a local  interest  survey,  the  area’s  live  most  serious  development  problems 
( 1 ) Insufficient  employment  opportunities. 

(2)  High  incidence  of  poverty. 

(3)  Low  levels  of  per  capita  (or  family)  income. 

(4)  Out-migration  of  the  quality  labor  force. 

(5)  Lack  of  adequate  housing. 


The  three  most  important  goals  for  development  are  thought  to  be: 

(1)  Increased  economic  development,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  attract  new  industries  in  manufacturing. 

b.  promote  agri-business  development. 

(2)  Improved  local  government  operations  and  institutions,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  area-wide  services  such  as  police  and  fire  protection. 

b.  consolidation  of  taxing  jurisdictions. 

(3)  Improved  recreation  and  cultural  enrichment,  with  emphasis  on: 

a.  improved  recreational  hunting,  fishing,  boating  and  picnicking 
facilities. 

b.  improved  recreational  facilities  in  cities,  including  playgrounds 
and  swimming  pools. 
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CHAPTER  6 


RECOMMENDED  PROJECTS 


Cliapter  6 lists  all  Appalachian  projects 
recommended  for  the  1973-74  program  year.  Projects 
are  listed  for  each  local  development  district  and  for 
each  economic  activity  area.  An  important  innovation 
this  year  is  the  assignment  of  priority  ranks  to  each 
project  to  indicate  its  relative  importance  and  degree 
of  urgency  in  relation  to  all  other  projects 
recommended. 

OSPD  guidelines  for  preparing  project  lists  lay 
stress  on  the  requirement  that  the  analysis  of 
problems  and  goals  be  relevant  to  the  decisions  that 


are  made  in  ranking  project  priorities  by  local 
development  district  staff.  It  was  suggested  that 
maximum  usage  be  made  of  the  results  of  the  local 
interest  survey  in  formulating  goals  and  project 
priorities  at  the  district  and  economic  activity  area 
levels. 

All  projects  to  be  undertaken  utilizing 
Appalachian  funds  will  be  subject  to  further 
individual  evaluation  as  they  receive  specific 
consideration.  Thus,  the  list  of  projects  is  not  rigid. 
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NORTHEAST  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 
RECOMMENDED  PROJECTS 
EISCAL  YEAR  1973-74 


DISTRICT  PRIORITIES: 


3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 
1 1 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 

50 


Wyoming  Valley  Sanitary  Authority  System 
Mass  Transit  Capita!  Improvement  Program 
Edwardsville  Disaster  Urban  Renewal  Access  Road 
Plymouth  Disaster  Urban  Renewal  Access  Road 
Primar}’  Care  Facility 
Eastern  Distribution  Center  Access  Road 
Regional  Housing  Program  for  N.E.  Pennsylvania  (Reg.) 
Hazleton  AVTS  Expansion 

Learning  Research  Center  Phase  H (Wilkes  College) 

Day  Treatment  Center  (Friendship  House,  Scranton) 

Tremont  Borough  Collection/Treatment 

Community  College  Construction 

IVY  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

Green  Acres  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

Start  Here!  Children’s  TV  Series 

Susquehanna  River  Basin  Association  Operations 

Luzerne  County  Toddlers  Continuation 

Schuylkill  County  Day  Care  Continuation 

Harvey’s  Lake  Collection 

Mt.  Pocono  Collection/Treatment 

New  Community  Study  Phase  11 

Workshop  Facility 

Hanover  Township  Disaster  Urban  Renewal  Access  Road 

Shenandoah  Sewage  Facilities 

Regional  Junk  Car  Clearance 

Bulls  Head  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

Kidder  Township  Recreation  Access  Road 

Swoyersville  Disaster  Urban  Renewal  Access  Road 

Monroe  County  Homemaker  Home  Health  Aid 

Rt.  309  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

Serendipity  Center  for  Early  Learning 

Deer  Lake  Collection  Treatment 

Monroe  County  Update  Voc.  Ed.  Courses 

Jenkins  Township  Collection 

Mobile  Agriculture  Resource  Center 

Lehighton-Weissport  Collection/Treatment 

Larksville  Collection/Treatment 

Taylor  Borough  Collection 

Carbon  County  AVTS  Equipm.ent 

Barnum  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

Improvements  W-B/Scranton  Airport 

Parallel  Taxiway 

East  Stroudsburg  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 
Pittston  Township  Collection 
North  Schuylkill  Treatment/Collection 
Parsons  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 
Interstate  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 
York  and  Foote  Industrial  Park 
Empire  St.  to  Balckman  St.  Ext. 

Fairview  Township  Collection/Treatment 


- 243  - 


51. 

52. 

53. 

54. 

55. 

56. 

57. 

58. 

59. 

60. 
61 . 
62. 

63. 

64. 

65. 

66. 

67. 

68. 

69. 

70. 

71 . 

72. 

73. 

74. 

75. 

76. 

77. 

78. 

79. 

80. 
81. 
82. 

83. 

84. 

85. 

86. 

87. 

88. 

89. 

90. 

91. 

92. 

93. 

94. 

95. 

96. 

97. 

98. 

99. 
100. 
101. 
102. 

103. 

104. 

105. 


Comnuinity  Home  Health  Care  Program 
St.  Clair  Yards  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 
Dupont  Sewage  Collection 
Ringtown  Treatment/Collection 
Banks  Township  Collection/Treatment 
Kidder  Township  Treatment/Collection 
Tamaqua  Treatment 
School  Haven  Treatment 
Youth  Leadership  Development  Program 
Gold  Star  Access  Road 
Carbon  County  Day  Care 
Community  Mental  Health  Center 
Outdoor  Environmental  Learning  Center 
Data  Access  and  Technical  Assistance  Program 
Access  Road  to  Crestwood  School 
Home-Oriented  Pre-School  Education 
Environmental  Geological  Interpretation 
Good  Samaritan  Hospital  Exp. 

Theater/Eine  Arts  Building 
Campus  Mine  Land  Reclamation 
Humboldt  Industrial  Park  Reclamation 
MAJIC  Industrial  Park  Reclamation 
Mid  Valley  School  District  Access  Road 
Black  Lung  Study 
Regional  Arts  Council 

North  Schuylkill  Municipal  Management  Association 

Wayne  Highlands  Middle  School  Access  Road 

Swoyersville  Industrial  Area  Reclamation 

Hazleton  Airport  Access  Road 

Deer  Lake  Airport  Access  Road 

Monroe  County  Day  Care 

Ereeland  Collection/Treatment 

Sugar  Notch  Collection 

Phase  II  Improvements 

1-8 1 By  Pass 

Carbondale  West-Side  Housing  Access  Road 

Carbondale  West-Side  Mine  Eire  Access  Road 

Eoote  Avenue  South  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

Taylor  Subsidence 

Hill  Section  Subsidence  Phase  H 

Van  Storch  Subsidence 

Wayne  County  AVTS  Construction 

Carbon  County  Ambulatory  Care  Facility 

Access  Road  to  Pocono  Arts  Center 

Business  Education  Program 

Laboratory  School 

Access  Road  to  Minersville  Jr.-Sr.  High  School 
Building  Expansion  N.E.  Crippled  Children 
Carbondale  Jr.-Sr.  High  School  Access  Road 
Dallas  Area  School  District  Access  Road 
Mt.  Pocono  Airport  Access  Road 
Wyoming  Valley  Airport  Road  Improvements 
Relocation  of  Progress  Industrial  Park  Access 
Lake  Wynonah  Treatment 

Various  AVTS  and  Comprehensive  H.S.  equipment  projects 
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SCRANTON/VVILKES-BARRE  EAA: 


1 

A 

3 

4 

5 
b 

7 

8 
9 

10 
1 I 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 


23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 

50 


Wyoming  Valley  Sanitary  Authority  Sewage  Collect  I reatment  System 

Mass  Transit  Capital  Improvement  Program 

Eclwardsville  Disaster  Urban  Renewal  Access  Road 

Plymouth  Disaster  Urban  Renewal  Access  Road 

Eastern  Distribution  Center  Access  Road 

Learning  Research  Center  Phase  11 

Day  Treatment  Center 

Luzerne  Community  College  Construction 

IVY  Ind.  Park  Access  Road 

Luzerne  County  Toddlers  Continuation 

Harvey’s  Lake  Collection 

Hanover  Townslnp  Disaster  Urban  Renewal  Access  Road 

Swyoerville  Disaster  Urban  Renewal  Access  Road 

Rt.  309  Ind.  Park  Access  Road 

Jenkins  Township  Collection 

Larksville  Collection/Treatment 

Taylor  Borough  Collection 

Barnum  Ind.  Park  Access  Road 

Improvements  W-B  Scranton  Airport 

Parallel  Taxiway.  Hazleton  Airport 

Pittston  Township  Collection 

Parsons  Ind.  Park  Access  Road 

Interstate  Ind.  Park  Access  Road 

York  and  Foote  Industrial  Park 

Empire  St.  to  Blackman  St.  Ext. 

Fairview  Township  Collection/Treatment 
Dupont  Sewage  Collection 
Community  Medical  Health  Center 
Outdoor  Environmental  Learning  Center 
Access  Road  to  Crestwood  School 
Home-Oriented  Pre-School  Education 
Theater/Fine  Arts  Building  Kings  College 
Campus  Mine  Land  Reclamation 
Mid  Valley  School  District  Access  Road 
Swoyerville  Industrial  Area  Reclamation 
Sugar  Notch  Collection 
Phase  II  Improvements  Hazleton  Airport 
1-8 1 By  Pass 

Carbondale  West-Side  Housing  Access  Road 
Carbondale  West-Side  Mine  Fire  Access  Road 
Foote  Avenue  South  Ind.  Park  Access  Road 
Taylor  Subsidence 
Hill  Section  Subsidence  Phase  H 
Van  Storch  Subsidence 
Business  Education  Program 
Laboratory  School  for  U.C.P. 

Building  Expansion  N.E.  Crippled  Children 
Carbondale  Jr.-Sr.  H.S.  Access  Road 
Dallas  Area  School  District  Access  Road 
Wyoming  Valley  Airport  Road  Improvements 
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HONESDALE  EAA: 


Workshop  Facility 

Serendipity  Center  for  Early  Learning 
Mobile  Agriculture  Resource  Center 
Community  Medical  Health  Center 
Wayne  Highlands  Middle  School  Access  Road 
Wayne  County  AVTS  Construction 
Building  Expansion  N.E.  Crippled  Children 


HAZLETON  EAA: 


Hazleton  AVTS  Expansion 
Luzerne  County  Toddlers  Association 
Kidder  Township  Recreation  Access  Road 
Banks  Township  Collection/Treatment 
Kidder  Township  Collection/Treatment 
Humboldt  Industrial  Park  Reclamation 
Hazleton  Airport  Access  Road 
Freeland  Collection/Treatment 


STROUDSBURG  EAA: 


Primary  Care  Facility 

Mt.  Pocono  Collection/Treatment 

Monroe  County  Homemaker  Home  Health  Aid 

Monroe  County  Update  Voc.  Ed.  Courses 

East  Stroudsburg  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

Monroe  County  Day  Care 

Mt.  Pocono  Airport  Access  Road 


TAMAQUA/PALMERTON  EAA: 


Green  Acres  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 
Lehighton-Weissport  Collection/Treatment 
Carbon  County  AVTS  Equipment 
Carbon  County  Day  Care 
Carbon  County  Ambulatory  Care  Facility 


POTTSVILLE  EAA: 


3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 
9. 

10. 

11. 


Tremont  Borough  Collection/Treatment 
Schuylkill  County  Day  Care  Continuation 
Bulls  Head  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 
Deer  Lake  Collection  Treatment 
North  Schuylkill  Treatment/Collection 
St.  Clair  Yards  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 
Schuylkill  Haven  Treatment 
Good  Samaritan  Hospital  Exp. 

Deer  Lake  Airport  Access  Road 

Access  Road  to  Minersville  Jr.-Sr.  High  School 

Lake  Wynonah  Treatment 
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NORTHERN  TIER  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 
RECOMMENDED  PROJECTS 
EISCAL  YEAR  1973-74 


DISTRICT  PRIORITIES: 


1 


4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 
1 1 
i: 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 


Dushore  Sev/er  Collection  and  Treatment 
Susquehanna  — Oakland  — Lanesboro  Sewer 
Athens-Sayre-South  Waverly  Sewer  Collection 
SERVE  Const^'iiction  Project  (Sheltered  Workshop) 

United  Rehabilitation  Ser/ices  Sheltered  Workshop 
Mansfield  — Biossburg  - Regional  Water  System 
Wellsboro  Tertiary  Treatment 
Charleston  Township  Sewer  Collection 
Sayre  E.T.V. 

Martha  Lloyd  School  (for  retarded  girls)  Construction  and  Equipment 

Tunkhannock  Sewer  Collection  and  Treatment 

Wyalusing  Collection  and  Treatment 

Sullivan  County  Osteopathic  Medical  Center 

Susquehanna  County  Vo-Tech  School 

Capital  Funds  Flow  Study 

Elkland  Ambulatory  Clinic 

Home  Health  Service 

Bradford  County  Heliport 

Wyoming  County  Day  Care  Program 

Sullivan  County  Day  Care 

Tioga  County  Day  Care  Program 

Susquehanna  County  Day  Care  Program 

Bradford  County  Day  Care 

Family  Care  Services 

Factoryville  Sewer  and  Collection  and  Treatment 
Forest  City  Access  Road 
Elkland  Access  Road  (No.  2) 

Canton  Sew'er  Line  Extensions 

VEDA  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

Wysox  Sewer  Collection 

Cultural  Enrichment  Project 

Westfield  Water  Relocation 

Elkland  Industrial  Site 

Rural  Transportation  Planning 

Dushore  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

Nicholson  Water  Supply  and  Distribution 

Tunkhannock  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

Hills  Creek  State  Park  Access  Road 

Wyalusing  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

Montrose  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

Lawrenceville-Tioga  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

Athens  Township  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

Great  Bend  — Hallstead  Collection  and  Treatment 
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SAYRE-ATHENS-SOUTH  WAVERLY  EAA: 


1 . Athens-Sayre-South  Waverly  Sewer  Collection 

2.  Sayre  E.T.V. 

3.  V.E.D.A.  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

4.  Athens  Township  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

5.  Bradford  County  Heliport 

6.  Bradford  County  Day  Care 

TOWANDA  EAA: 

1 . SERVE  Construction  Project  (Sheltered  Workshop) 

2.  Wyalusing  Township  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

3.  Wysox  Sewer  Collection 

4.  Wyalusing  Collection  and  Treatment  (sewer) 

CANTON  EAA: 

1.  Canton  Sewer  Extension 

TROY  EAA: 


1.  Martha  Lloyd  School  Construction 

SUSQUEHANNA-OAKLAND-GREAT  BEND-HALLSTEAD  EAA: 


1 . Susquehanna-Oakland-Lanesboro  Sewer 

2.  Great  Bend-Hallstead  Collection  and  Treatment 

3.  Forest  City  Access  Road 

MONTROSE  EAA: 


1 . Susquehanna  County  Vo-Tech  School 

2.  Susquehanna  County  Day  School 

3.  Montrose  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

DUSHORE  EAA: 


1 . Dushore  Sewer  Collection  and  Treatment 

2.  Sullivan  County  Day  Care 

3.  Dushore  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

4.  Sullivan  County  Osteopathic  Medical  Center 

ELKLAND-KNOXVILLE-WESTFIELD  EAA: 

1.  Elkland  Ambulatory  Clinic 

2.  Elkland  Industrial  Site 

3.  Elkland  Access  Road  (No.  2) 

4.  Westfield  Water  Relocation 

5.  Lawrenceville-Tioga-Low  Moderate  Income  Housing 
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MANSFIELD  EAA: 


1.  Mansfield-Blossburg-Regional  Water  System 

WELLSBORO  EAA; 

1.  Wellsboro  Tertiary  Treatment 

2.  Tioga  County  Day  Care 

3.  Hills  Creek  State  Park  Access  Road 

4.  Charleston  Sewer 


SCRANTON  EAA: 


1.  United  Rehabilitation  Services  Sheltered  Workshop 

2.  Tunkhannock  Sewer  Collection  and  Treatment 

3.  Wyoming  County  Day  Care 

4.  Factoryville  Sewer  Collection  and  Treatment 

5.  Nicholson  Water  Supply  and  Distribution 

6.  Tunkhannock  Low-Moderate  Income  Housing 

DISTRICT 


1.  Home  Health  Services 

2.  Family  Care  Services 

3.  Cultural  Enrichment  Projects 

4.  Capital  Fund  Flow  Study 

5.  Rural  Transportation  Planning 
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SUSQUEHANNA  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 
RECOMMENDED  PROJECTS 

EISCAL  YEAR  1973-74 


DISTRICT  PRIORITIES: 


1. 

■» 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 
9. 

10. 
1 I. 
12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 
T 1 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 
* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

t- 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 


Allenwood  Disposal  Site  Access  Road 
Specialized  Refuse  STP  & Collection  System 
Brown  Township  Sewerage 
Clinton  County  Industrial  Access  Road 
North’d.  County  Package  Treatment  Plants 
Lewisburg  Sewerage 
Columbia  County  Landfill  Access  Road 
Point  Township  Sewerage 
Shamokin-Coal  Township  Sewerage 
Western  Clinton  County  Sewerage 
Williamsport  Area  Community  College 
Centre  County  AVTS  Miftlin-Juniata  AVTS 
Moshannon  Valley  Sewerage 
Thompsontown  Sewerage 
Lake  Augusta  Access  Roads 
Belleville  Industrial  Area  Access  Road 
Hartley  Township  Sewerage 
Milton  Sewerage 
Lock  Haven  Sewerage 
Sunbury  Sewerage 

Shamokin  Creek  Watershed  Rehabilitation  Feasibility  Study 

Mill  Creek  Dam  Access  Road 

DuBoistown  Sewerage 

Montgomery  Sewerage 

Development  Center  Feasibility  Study 

McVeytown  Sewerage 

Raspberry  Hill  Access  Road 

Millerstown  Sewerage 

Lycoming  County  Airport 

Danville  Area  Water 

Rehabilitation  Medicine  Department  (Geisinger  Medical  Center) 

Mid-Centre  Sewerage 

Spring  Township  Sewerage 

Boggs  Township  Water  - Phase  II 

Moshannon  Valley  Mosquito  Control/Land  Drainage 

Bellefonte  Industrial  Park  Access  Road/Sewage/Water 

Renovo  Hospital  (Construction) 

Beech  Creek  Mine  Land  Reclamation 

Juniata  Industrial  Park  Access  Road/Sewer/Water 

Shamokin  Culm  Bank  Fire  & Reclamation 

Shamokin  Airport  Access  Road 

Extension  of  Sewer  Line  — Interceptor 

Various  AVTS  Expansion  and  Equipment  Projects 


* Non-Priority 
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RENOVO  EAA: 

1.  Western  Clinton  County  Sewerage  Treatment  Plant 

* Renovo  Hospital 

WILLIAMSPORT  EAA: 

1.  Allenwood  Disposal  Site  Access  Road 

2.  Specialized  Refuse  STP  and  Collection  System 

3.  Williamsport  Area  Community  College 

4.  Mill  Creek  Dam  Access  Road 

5.  DuBoistown  Sewerage 

6.  Montgomery  Sewerage 

7.  Lycoming  County  Airport 

LOCK  HAVEN  EAA: 

1 . Clinton  County  Industrial  Access  Road 

2.  Lock  Haven  Sewerage 

* Beech  Creek  Mine  Land  Reclamation 

STATE  COLLEGE  EAA: 

1.  Central  County  AVTS 

* Mid-Centre  Township  Sewerage 

* Spring  Township  Sewerage 

* Boggs  Township  Water  — Phase  II 

* Bellefonte  Industrial  Park  Access  Road/Sewage/Water 

SUNBURY  EAA: 


1.  Northumberland  County  Package  Treatment  Plants 

2.  Lewisburg  Sewerage 

3.  Columbia  County  Landfill  Access  Road 

4.  Point  Township  Sewerage 

5.  Lake  Augusta  Access  Roads 

6.  Hartley  Township  Sewage 

7.  Milton  Sewerage 

8.  Sunbury  Sewerage 

9.  Danville  Area  Water 

* Union  Township  Sewerage 

1 0.  Rehabilitation  Medicine  Department  (Geisinger  Medical  Center) 

SHAMOKIN  EAA: 

1.  Shamokin-Coal  Township  Sewerage 

2.  Shamokin  Creek  Watershed  Rehabilitation  Feasibility  Study 

3.  Raspberry  Hill  Access  Road 

* Shamokin  Culm  Bank  Fire  and  Reclamation 

* Shamokin  Airport  Access  Road 
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ri  m in 


LEWISTOWN  EAA: 


1.  Brown  Township  Sewerage 

Mifflin-Juniata  AVTS 
Thompsontown  Sewerage 
Belleville  Industrial  Area  Access  Road 
McVeytown  Sewerage 

Juniata  Industrial  Park  Access  Road/Sewer/Water 
PHILIPSBURG  EAA: 

1.  Moshannon  Valley  Sewerage 

* Moshannon  Valley  Mosquito  Control/Land  Drainage 
MARYSVILLE  EAA: 

* Millerstown  Sewerage 


* Non-Prioritv 


SOUTHERN  ALLEGHENIES  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 

RECOMMENDED  PROJECTS 
EISCAL  YEAR  1973-74 


DISTRICT  PRIORITIES: 

1.  Regional  Highway  Corridor  System  Development,  C’onstruction.  and  Improvements 

2.  Somerset  County  Industrial  Access  Roads  - Stoneycreek  Township 

3.  Blair  C'oLinty  Airport  Improvements 

4.  Johnstown  Airport  Improvements 

5.  Somerset  County  Airport  Improvements 

6.  Raystown  Dam  Complex  Planning  and  Development  Study  Phase  11 

7.  Johnstown  Industrial  Park  Development 

8.  Pleasantville  Water  System  and  Industrial  Site  Development 

9.  Cambria  Township  Industrial  Site  Development 

10.  Bedford  Borough/Township  Industrial  Site  Development  Projects 

1 1.  Meyersdale  Industrial  Site  Development 

12.  Bedford  Air-Industrial  Park 

13.  Huntingdon  County  Air-Industrial  Park 

14.  Fulton  County  Industrial  Site  Development 

15.  Development  of  Community  College  Program 

16.  Child  Development  Program 

17.  Huntingdon  Vo-Tech  School  Project 

18.  Bedford  County  Vo-Tech  School  Project 

19.  Fulton  County  Vo-Tech  School  and  Program 

20.  Altoona  — AVTS  - Equipment  Project 

20.  Huntingdon  — AVTS  — Equipment  Project 

20.  Admiral  Peary  — AVTS  — Equipment  project 

20.  Johnstown  — AVTS  - Equipment  Project 

20.  Somerset  — AVTS  — Equipment  Project 

25.  Equipment  Projects  for  Vo-Tech  Training  in  Secondary  Schools 

26.  Bedford  Borough  Sewer  System 

27.  Alexandria  Borough  Sewer  System 

28.  Woodcock  Valley  Sewer  System 

29.  Meyersdale  Area  Sewer  System 

30.  Adams  Township  Sewer  System  - Mine  42 

31.  Jenner  Area  Sewer  System 

32.  Upper  Stoneycreek  Sewer  System 

33.  Somerset  Township  Sewer  System  (Weils  Creek  Area) 

34.  Hollidaysburg  Regional  Sewage  Treatment  Plant 

35.  Borough  of  Callimont  Sewer  System 

36.  Solid  Waste  Management  Program  (Multi-County) 

37.  Bedford  Township  Sewer  System 

38.  Highland  Water  Transmission  Main  Project 

39.  Somerset  Borough/Township  Water  Transmission  Main 

40.  Oak  Ridge/Snyder  Township  Sewer  System 

41 . Mount  Union  Borough  Sewer  System 

42.  Windber  Regional  Sewer  System 

43.  REVLOC  Mine  Reclamation 

44.  Johnstown  Municipal  Sewer  System 
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45.  Everett  Borough  Sewer  System 

46.  Adams  Township  Sewer  System  — Village 

47.  Antis  Township  Sewer  System 

48.  Somerset  Township  Sewer  System  (Coxes  Creek  Area) 

49.  Central  Blair  Sewer  System  Juniata  Gap  Area 

50.  Region  V Sewer  System 

5 1 . Petersburg  Borough  Sewer  System 

52.  Mapleton  Borough  Sewer  System 

53.  Comprehensive  Health  Planning 

54.  Mercy  Hospital  Expansion  Project 

55.  Altoona  Housing  — Low  and  Middle  Income 

55.  Woodcock  Valley  Low  and  Middle  Housing 

55.  Johnstown  Housing  Low  and  Middle  Income  Housing 

55.  Bedford-Everett  Low  and  Middle  Income  Housing 

55.  McConnellsburg  Low  and  Middle  Income  Housing 

55.  Low  and  Middle  Income  Housing  Barnesboro,  Patton 

61.  Altoona  Hospital  Expansion 

62.  Conemaugh  Valley  Hospital  Expansion 

63.  Raystown  Dam  Complex  Access  Roads 

64.  Blue  Knob  Access  Road 

65.  Various  AVTS  and  Comprehensive  H.S.  Equipment  Projects 


* Pending  recommendation  of  Urban  Land  Institute  Study 


BARNESBORO  PATTON  - SPANGLER  EAA; 


Low  and  Middle  Income  Housing  Barnesboro,  Patton 


ALTOONA  EAA: 


1.  Blair  County  Airport  Improvements 

2.  Altoona  — AVTS  — Equipment  Project 

3.  Hollidaysburg  Regional  Sewage  Treatment  Plant 

4.  Oak  Ridge/Snyder  Township  Sewer  System 

5.  Antis  Township  Sewer  System 

6.  Central  Blair  Sewer  System  — Juniata  Gap  Area 

7.  Mercy  Hospital  Expansion  Project 

8.  Altoona  Housing  — Low  and  Middle  Income 

9.  Altoona  Llospital  Expansion 

10.  Blue  Knob  Access  Road 

HUNTINGDON  EAA: 

1 . Raystown  Dam  Complex  Planning  and  Development  Study  - Phase  II 

2.  Huntingdon  County  Air-Industrial  Park 

3.  Huntingdon  Vo-Tech  School  Project 

4.  Huntingdon  — AVTS  — Equipment  Project 

5.  Alexandria  Borough  Sewer  System 

6.  Woodcock  Valley  Sewer  System 

7.  Mount  Union  Borough  Sewer  System 

8.  Petersburg  Borough  Sewer  System 

9.  Mapleton  Borough  Sewer  System 

10.  LIuntingdon  Housing 

1 1 . Woodcock  Valley  Low  and  Middle  Housing 

1 2.  Raystown  Dam  Complex  Access  Roads 

JOHNSTOWN-EBENSBURG  EAA: 

1.  Johnstown  Airport  Improvements 

2.  Johnstown  Industrial  Park  Development 

3.  Cambria  Township  Industrial  Site  Development 

4.  Admiral  Peary  — AVTS  - Equipment  Project 

5.  Johnstown  — AVTS  — Equipment  Project 

6.  Adams  Township  Sewer  System  Mine  42 

7.  Highland  Water  Transmission  Main  Project 

8.  Windber  Regional  Sewer  System 

9.  REVLOC  Mine  Reclamation 

10.  Johnstown  Municipal  Sewer  System 

1 1 . Adams  Township  Sewer  System  — Village 

1 2.  Region  V Sewer  System 

13.  Johnstown  Housing  Low  and  Middle  Income 

14.  Conemaugh  Valley  Hospital  Expansion 
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BEDFORD  EAA: 


1 . Pleasantville  Water  System  and  Industrial  Site  Development 

2.  Bedford  Borough/Township  Industrial  Site  Development  Projects 

3.  Bedford  Air-Industrial  Park 

4.  Bedford  County  Vo-Tech  School  Project 

5.  Bedford  Borough  Sewer  System 

6.  Bedford  Township  Sewer  System 

7.  Everett  Borough  Sewer  System 

8.  Bedford  Everett  Eow  and  Middle  Income  Housing 

MEYERSDALE  EAA: 

1.  Meyersdale  Industrial  Site  Development 

2.  Meyersdale  Area  Sewer  System 

3.  Borough  of  Callimont  Sewer  System 

McCONNELLSBURG  EAA: 

1.  Fulton  County  Industrial  Site  Development 

2.  Fulton  County  Vo-Tech  School  and  Programs 

3.  McConnellsburg  Low  and  Middle  Income  Housing 

SOMERSET  EAA: 

1 . Somerset  County  Industrial  Access  Roads  - Stoneycreek  Township 

2.  Somerset  County  Airport  Improvements 

3.  Somerset  County  - AVTS  — Ec|uipment  Project 

4.  Jenner  Area  Sewer  System 

5.  Upper  Stoneycreek  Sewer  System 

6.  Somerset  Township  Sewer  System  (Wells  Creek  Area) 

7.  Somerset  Borough/Township  Water  Transmission  Main 

8.  Somerset  Township  Sewer  System  (Coxes  Creek  Area) 

MULTI-COUNTY: 

1 . Regional  Highway  Corridor  System  — Development  — Construction  and 

Improvements 

2.  Development  of  Community  College  Program 

3.  Child  Development  Program 

4.  Equipment  Projects  for  Vo-Tech  Training  in  Secondary  Schools 

5.  Solid  Waste  Management  Program 

6.  Comprehensive  Health  Planning 
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NORTH  CENTRAL  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 
RECOMMENDED  PROJECTS 
EISCAL  YEAR  1973-74 


DISTRICT  PRIORITIES 


1. 

Park  lands  Payback  (Otocsin) 

A 

Elk  County  Industrial  Park 

3. 

Quehanna  Airport 

4. 

University  of  Pittsburgh  at  Bradford 

5. 

Vocational-Technical  Curriculum  Study 

Elk  and  Cameron  Counties 

6. 

Beaver  Meadows  Industrial  Park 

7. 

Wolf  Run  Industrial  Park 

8. 

Bradford  Hospital 

9. 

Eewis  Run  Sewage 

10. 

11. 

Falls  Creek  Sewage 

Brookville  Sewage 

12. 

Clearfield  Sewage 

13. 

Sykesville  Sewage 

14. 

Reynoldsville  Sewage 

15. 

Maple  Avenue  Hospital 

16. 

Ridgway  Water 

17. 

Galeton  Sewage 

18. 

Bennetts  Valley  Watershed 

19. 

Brookville  Elderly  Housing 

20. 

Clearfield-Lawrence  Airport  lES 

21. 

Various  AVTS  and  Comprehensive  H.S.  Equipment  Projects 
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BRADFORD  EAA: 


1 . University  of  Pittsburgh  at  Bradford 

2.  Lewis  Run  sewage 

3.  Bradford  Hospital 

BROCKWAY-BROOKVILLE-DuBOIS  EAA: 

1 . Falls  Creek  Sewage 

2.  Brookville  Sewage 

3.  Sykesville  Sewage 

4.  Reynoldsville  Sewage 

5.  Beaver  Meadows  Industrial  Park 

6.  Maple  Avenue  Hospital 

7.  Brookville  Housing 

CLEARFIELD-CURWENSVILLE  EAA: 

1 . Parklands  Payback  (Otocsin)  Sewage 

2.  Quehanna  Airport 

3.  Wold  Run  Industrial  Park 

4.  Clearfield  Sewage 

5.  Bennetts  Valley  Watershed 

6.  Clearfield'Lawrence  Airport  ILS 

EMPORIUM  EAA: 

1.  Vocational-Technical  Curriculum  Study 

2.  Bennetts  Valley  Watershed 

GALETON  EAA: 


1 . Galeton  Sewage 

RIDGWAY-ST.  MARYS-JOHNSONBURG  EAA: 

1.  Elk  County  Industrial  Park 

2.  Vocational-Technical  Curriculum  Study 

3.  Bennetts  Valley  Watershed 

4.  Ridgway  Water 
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NORTHWESTERN  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 
RECOMMENDED  PROJECTS 
EISCAL  YEAR  1973-74 


DISTRICT  PRIORITIES: 

1.  Regional  Transportation  System 

2.  Millcreek  Sewer  Project  - Phase  11 

3.  Saegertown  Sewer  Project 

4.  Tionesta  Sew'er  Project 

5.  Marienville  Sewer  Project 

6.  Upper  Shenango  Valley  Sewer  Project 

7.  Additions  and  Modifications  to  Franklin  Sewage  Plant 

8.  Oil  City  Sew'age  Plant 

9.  Hickory  Township  Sewer  Plant  Improvements 

1 0.  Lark  Workshop 

1 1.  Research  for  Regional  Industrial  Development 

12.  Wastewater  Treatment  Facilities  Expansion  — Northeast  Borough 

1 2.  Venango  County  Vo-Tech  School  Projects 

13.  Ellport  Borougli  Sewer  Project 

14.  Ellwood  City  Secondary  Treatment  Additions  to  Existing  Plant 

14.  Industrial  Support  Projects 

15.  Water  Line  Extension  to  Titusville  Industrial  Park 

16.  Access  Road  to  Titusville  Industrial  Park 

17.  Wampum  Borough  Sewer  Project 

18.  Meadville  Sewer  Project 

19.  Access  Road  to  Industrial  Park  (Proposed)  Girard  Boro  and  Township 

20.  Lawrence  County  Vo-Tech  Access  Road 

2 1 . Farrell  Sewage  Treatment  Plant  Alterations  and  Additions 

22.  Two  Mile  Water  Extension  --  Harborcreek  Township 

23.  Study  and  Solutions  for  the  Junked  Car  Problem 

24.  Sandy  Creek  Sewer  Project 

25.  In-Out  Migration  Patterns 

25.  Union  City  Water  System  Improvements  - Municipal  Authority  of  Union  City 

26.  Interceptor  Sewer  — Franklin 

27.  Polk  Borough  Sewer  Project 

28.  Bessemer  Water  Project 

29.  Development  of  Water  Wells  — Franklin 

29.  Taylor  Township  Water  Line  Extension 

30.  Tourist  Brochures 

30.  Cooperstown  Sewer  Project 

30.  Craneville  Borough  Sewer  Project 

30.  Franklin  Water  Treatment  Plant  Improvements 

31.  Water  Distribution  Improvements  for  Franklin 

32.  Environmental  Data  Center 

32.  Cranberry  Water  Project  - Industrial  Park  Area  East  of  Route  257 

33.  Oil  City  Water  Tank 

33.  Water  Storage  Improvements  for  Franklin 

34.  236  Housing  in  New  Castle  (UHURU)  plus  Recreational  Facilities 

35.  Pulaski  Township  Water  Project 

36.  Northwest  Guild 
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37.  Erie  Guild 

38.  Paving  of  Access  Road  to  Fairview  and  Fairmount  Housing  Projects 

39.  Wampum  Borough  Water  Project 

40.  Clarion  Vo-Tech 

41 . Access  Road  to  Airport  (Paint  Township,  Clarion) 

42.  Crawford  County  Vo-Tech  Agri-Business  and  Guidance  Services 

43.  Hamot  Medical  Center  — Expansion  and  Modernization 

44.  Venango  Mental  Health  Center 

45.  Erection  of  Multi-Use  Shell  Building  (Union  City) 

46.  Equipment  for  the  Youth  Development  Center  and  Construction 

47.  Erie  City  Twin-Tech  — Staff  Development  and  Curriculum  Development 

48.  Site  Preparation  for  I.L.S.  at  Chess  Lamberton 

49.  Study  of  Exit  10  on  1-80 

50.  Greenville  Airport  Improvements 

5 1 . Erie  City  Twin-Tech  — Recruitment  of  New  Instructors 

52.  Study  of  Interchange  1 on  1-80 

52.  Improvements  to  Titusville  Airport 

53.  Improvements  to  Corry  Airport 

54.  Venango  Human  Services  Center  Development 

55.  Crawford  County  Head  Start  (Titusville) 

56.  Renovation  of  Unity  Center 

57.  Crawford  County  Head  Start  (Meadville) 

58.  Addition  to  J.  F.  Kennedy  Center 

59.  Crawford  County  Head  Start  (Conneaut  Valley) 

60.  Purchase  of  6 New  Buses  and  Auxiliary  Equipment 

6 1 . The  Gertrude  A.  Barbara  Center 

62.  Access  Road  to  Clarion  Vo-Tech  School 

63.  Mercer  County  Workshop 
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CLARION  EAA; 


1.  Clarion  County  Vo-Tech 

2.  Access  Road  to  Clarion  County  Vo-Tech 

3.  Access  Road  to  Airport  (Paint  Township) 

4.  Study  of  Exit  10  Area  on  1-80 

CORRY  EAA: 


1 . Union  City  Water  System  Improvements 

2.  Erection  of  Multi-Use  Shell  Building  (Union  City) 

3.  Improvements  to  Corry  Airport 


ELLWOOD  CITY  EAA: 


1. 


ERIE  EAA: 

1. 

-) 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 


Ellport  Borough  Sewer  Project 

Ellwood  City  Secondary  Treatment  Additions  to  Existing  Plant 


Millcreek  Sewer  Project  — Section  11 

Wastewater  Treatment  Facilities  Expansion  — Northeast  Boro  Sewer  Authority 
Access  Road  to  Industrial  Park  (Proposed)  Girard  Boro  and  Township 
Two  Mile  Water  Extension  — Elarborcreek  Township 
Craneville  Boro  Sewer  Project 

Hamot  Medical  Center  — Expansion  and  Modernization 

Erie  City  Twin-Tech  — Staff  Development  and  Curriculum  Development 

Erie  City  Twin-Tech  — Recruitment  of  New  Instructors 

Addition  to  J.  F.  Kennedy  Center 

Purchase  of  6 New  Buses  and  Auxiliary  Equipment 

Gertrude  A.  Barbara  Center 


GROVE  CITY  EAA: 


None 

MARIENVILLE  EAA: 


1 . Marienville  Sewer  Project 

MEADVILLE  EAA: 

1 . Saegertown  Sewer  Project 

2.  Meadville  Sewer  Project 

3.  Environmental  Data  Center 

4.  Paving  of  Access  Road  to  Fairview  and  Fairmount  Mousing  Project 

5.  Crawford  County  Vo-Tech  Agri-Business  and  Guidance  Services 

6.  Renovation  of  Unity  Center 

7.  Crawford  County  Head  Start  (Meadville) 

8.  Crawford  County  Head  Start  (Conneaut  Valley) 
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MERCER  EAA: 


None 

NEW  CASTLE  EAA: 

1 . Lark  Workshop  New  Building 

2.  Wampum  Borough  Sewer  Project 

3.  Lawrence  County  Vo-Tech  Access  Road 

4.  Bessemer  Water  Project 

5.  Taylor  Township  Water  Line 

6.  236  Housing  for  New  Castle  (UHURU) 

7.  Pulaski  Township  Water  Project 

8.  Wampum  Borough  Water  Project 

9.  Equipment  for  the  Youth  Development  Center  and  Construction 

OIL  CITY  - FRANKLIN  - TITUSVILLE  EAA: 

1 . Tionesta  Sewer  Project 

2.  Additions  and  Modifications  to  Franklin  Sewage  Plant 

3.  Oil  City  Sewage  Plant 

4.  Venango  County  Vo-Tech  School  Projects 

5.  Water  Line  Extension  to  Titusville  Industrial  Park 

6.  Access  Road  to  Titusville  Industrial  Park 

7.  Sandy  Creek  Sewer  Project 

8.  Interceptor  Sewer  — Franklin 

9.  Polk  Borough  Sewer  Project 

1 0.  Development  of  Water  Wells  — Franklin 

1 1 . Cooperstown  Sewer  Project 

1 2.  Franklin  Water  Treatment  Improvements 

13.  Water  Distribution  Improvements  for  Franklin 

14.  Cranberry  Water  Project  — Industrial  Park  Area  East  of  Route  257 

15.  Oil  City  Water  Tank 

1 6.  Water  Storage  Improvements  for  Franklin 

17.  Venango  Mental  Health  Center 

18.  Site  Preparation  for  I.L.S.  at  Chess  Lamberton  Airport 

19.  Improvements  to  Titusville  Airport 

20.  Venango  Human  Services  Center  Development 

2 1 . Crawford  County  Headstart  (Titusville) 

SHARON-FARRELL-GREENVILLE  EAA: 

1 . Upper  Shanango  Valley  Sewer  Project  — Phase  I 

2.  Hickory  Township  Sewer  Plant  Improvements 

3.  Farrell  Sewage  Treatment  Plant  Alterations  and  Additions 

4.  Greenville  Airport  Improvements 

5.  Study  of  Interchange  I on  1-80 

6.  Mercer  County  Workshop 

WARREN  EAA: 

None 
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SOUTHWESTERN  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  DISTRICT 
RECOMMENDED  PROJECTS 
EISCAL  YEAR  1973-74 


DISTRICT  PRIORITIES: 

1.  Thorn  Hill  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

2.  McKeesport  Hospital  Construction  Project 

3.  McKeesport  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Expansion 

4.  McCandless  Township  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  and  Interceptor  Project 

5.  Bridgewater  Collector  Sewer  Project 

6.  West  Newton  Borough  Sewer  Treatment  Plant,  Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

7.  Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation  Parking  Facilities  Access  Road 

8.  Washington  County  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

9.  Greene  County  Industrial  Park  Access  Road 

10.  Verona  Industrial  Site  Access  Road  Project 

1 1 . Home  for  Crippled  Children  Facilities  Expansion 

12.  The  Easter  Seal  Society  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Facility  and  Equipment  Project 

13.  Pittsburgh  Blind  Association  Workshop  Construction  and  Rehabilitation  of 

Existing  Building 

14.  Concerned  of  Pennsylvania,  Inc.  and  Intermediate  Unit  #1  .Mentally  Retarded 

Students  Vocational  Training  Project 

15.  Indiana  County  Airport  Runway  Extension  Project 

16.  Butler-Graham  Airport  Expansion 

n.  Latrobe  Airport  Runway  Extension 

18.  Regional  Career  Information  System  Project 

19.  Disabled  Veterans  Crafts  Training  Feasibility  Study 

20.  Steel  Valley  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Building  Construction  and 

Equipment  Project 

21.  Greene  County  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

22.  Fayette  County  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

23.  Mon  Valley  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Construction  and  Equipment 

Project. 

24.  Central  Westmoreland  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

25.  Lenape  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

26.  A.  W.  Beattie  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

27.  Forbes  Trail  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

28.  Parkway  West  Area  Vocational  Technical  School 

29.  Comprehensive  High  School  Vocational  Technical  Project 

30.  Northmoreland  Area  Industrial  Site  Survey 

31.  Fayette  County  Community  Elealth  Service  Center 

32.  Mercy  Hospital  General  Modernization 

33.  Montefiore  Hospital  Facility  Renovation 

34.  Indiana  Hospital  General  Modernization 

35.  Pigeon  Creek  Sanitary  Water  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  and  Collector  Project 

36.  Peters  Creek  Sanitary  Authority  Sewer  Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

37.  Mount  Morris  Water  and  Sewage  Authority  Treatment  Plant,  Interceptor  and 

Collector  Project 

38.  Ohio  Township  Sewer  Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

39.  Carmichaels-Cumberland  Joint  Authority  Sewer  Interceptor.  Collector  and 

Treatment  Plant  Construction  Project 

40.  Deshon  Area  Sanitary  Authority  Sewer  Collector  Project 
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41 . Western  Westmoreland  Municipal  Authority  Irwin  Sewer  Project  for  Treatment, 

Interceptor  and  Collection  Lines 

42.  Beaver  Falls  Secondary  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Project 

43.  Kennedy  Township  Sewer  Collector  and  Interceptor  Project 

44.  Saltsburg-Conemaugh  Townships  Sewer  Treatment  Project 

45.  Unity  Township  Sewer  Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

46.  Conway  Borough  Secondary  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Project 

47.  South  Fayette  Township  Collector  and  Interceptor  Sewer  Project 

48.  Canton  Township  Sewer  Plant  and  Collector  System  Construction  Project 

49.  Oakdale  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  Project 

50.  Franklin  Township  Sewer  Collector,  Pump  Station  and  Force  Main 

Construction  Project 

5 1 . North  Fayette  Township  Interceptor  Sewer  and  Collection  Project 

52.  North  Union  Township  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  and  Collector  Project 

53.  Jeannette  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Modernization 

54.  North  Huntington  Township  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant, 

Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

55.  Hempfield  Township  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Expansion 

56.  New  Brighton  Secondary  Sewer  Treatment  Project 

57.  Evans  City  Borough  Sewer  Treatment  and  Collector  Project 

58.  Center  Township  Water  Distribution  System  Project 

59.  East  Kittanning  Water  Distribution  Project 

60.  Manor  Township  Joint  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  and  Collector  Project 

61.  Eatrobe  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  and  Interceptor  Project 

62.  Homer  City  Sanitary  Authority  Sewer  and  Treatment  Project 

63.  Ten  Mile  Creek  Sanitary  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant,  Interceptor  and 

Collector  Project 

64.  Worthington  Borough  Water  Distribution  and  Treatment  Project 

65.  Rayburn  Township  Water  Distribution  Project 

66.  Perryopolis  Municipal  Authority  Water  Treatment  Project 

67.  Malden  Road  Industrial  Park  Development  Study 

68.  Beaver  County  Community  College  Capital  Equipment  for  Autotutorial  Program 

69.  Slippery  Rock  State  College  Nursing  Vocational  Program  (Degree  Program) 

70.  Westmoreland  County  Community  College  Vocational  Program  Equipment  Project 

71 . A.  W.  Beattie  Area  Vocational  Technical  School  Demonstration  Project  for  Handicapped 

Children  Career  Development 

72.  East  Butler  Industrial  Area  Access  Road 

73.  Florence  Mining  Company  Access  Road 

74.  Penn  State  Campus  Access  Road 

75.  McGraw-Edison  Power  Systems  Division  Plant  Access  Road 

76.  Meadowcroft  Village  Access  Road 

77.  Montour  Interchange  Area  Highway  Planning  Study 

78.  Meadowcroft  Village  Demonstration  Study 

79.  A.  W.  Beattie  Area  Vocational,  Technical  School  Filrn  Production  Project 

80.  Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport  Area  Strip  Mine  Reclamation  for  Airport  Expansion 

81 . Peters  Creek  Urban  Renewal  Area  Strip  Mine  Site  Reclamation 

82.  Glen  Hazel  Mine  Area  Reclamation  for  Public  Housing 

83.  Various  AVTS  and  Comprehensive  H.S.  Equipment  Projects 

84.  Southern  Beaver  County  Emergency  Medical  Services 
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BEAVER  EALLS  EAA; 


1 . Bridgewater  Collector  Sewer  Project 

2.  Beaver  Falls  Secondary  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Project 

3.  Conway  Borough  Secondary  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Project 

4.  Beaver  County  Community  College  Capital  Equipment  for  Auto-Tutorial  Program 

5.  New  Brighton  Secondary  Sewer  Treatment  Project 

ZELIENOPLE  EAA: 

1.  Thorn  Hill  Industrial  Access  Road 

2.  Evans  City  Borough  Sewer  Treatment  and  Collector  Project 

BUTLER  EAA: 

1 . Center  Township  Water  Distribution  System  Project 

2.  Slippery  Rock  State  College  Nursing  Vocational  Project  (Degree  Program) 

3.  Butler-Graham  Airport  Expansion 

4.  East  Butler  Industrial  Area  Access  Road 

5.  Deshon  Area  Sanitary  Sewer  Collector  Project 

KITTANNING  EAA: 

1.  Lenape  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

2.  East  Kittanning  Water  Distribution  Project 

3.  Manor  Township  Joint  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  and  Collector  Project 

4.  Worthington  Borough  Water  Distribution  and  Treatment  Project 

5.  Rayburn  Township  Water  Distribution  Project 

INDIANA  EAA: 


1.  Indiana  County  Jimmy  Stewart  Airport  Runway  Extension  Project 

2.  Saltsburg-Conemaugh  Township  Sewer  Treatment  Project 

3.  Elorence  Mining  Company  Access  Road 

4.  Homer  City  Sanitary  Sewer  and  Treatment  Project 

5.  Indiana  Hospital  General  Modernization 

PITTSBURGH  EAA: 

1.  McKeesport  Hospital  Construction  Project 

2.  McKeesport  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  Project 

3.  McCandless  Township  Sewer  Treatment  and  Interceptor  Project 

4.  Home  for  Crippled  Children  Facilities  Expansion 

5.  The  Easter  Seal  Society  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Eacilities  and  Equipment  Project 

6.  Pittsburgh  Blind  Association  Workshop  Construction  and  Existing 

Building  Rehabilitation 

7.  Mercy  Hospital  General  Modernization 

8.  Montefiore  Hospital  Facility  Renovation 

9.  Steel  Valley  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Facility  Construction  Project 

10.  Steel  Valley  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

11.  A.  W.  Beattie  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  Project 
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PITTSBURGH  EAA:  (Continued) 


1 2.  Forbes  Trail  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

13.  Parkway  West  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

14.  A.  W.  Beattie  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Demonstration  Project  for 

Handicapped  Children  Career  Development 

15.  Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation  Parking  Facility  Access  Road 

16.  Northumberland  Area  Industrial  Site  Survey 

17.  Peters  Creek  Sanitary  Authority  Sewer  Interceptor  and  Collector  System  Project 

1 8.  Ohio  Township  Sewer  Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

19.  Western  Westmoreland  Municipal  Authority  Irwin  Sewer  Project  for  Treatment 

Plant,  Interceptor  and  Collector  Lines 

20.  Kennedy  Township  Sewer  Collector  and  Interceptor  Project 

2 1 . South  Fayette  Township  Collector  and  Interceptor  Sewer  Project 

22.  Oakdale  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  Project 

23.  North  Fayette  Township  Interceptor  Sewer  and  Collector  System  Project 

24.  A.  W.  Beattie  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Film  Production  Project 

25.  Montour  Interchange  Area  Highway  Planning  Study 

26.  Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport  Area  Strip  Mine  Reclamation  for  Airport  Expansion 

27.  Peters  Creek  Urban  Renewal  Area  Strip  Site  Reclamation 

28.  Glen  Hazel  Mine  Area  Reclamation 

29.  Verona  Industrial  Site  Access  Road  Project 

WASHINGTON  EAA: 

1.  Washington  County  Industrial  Park  (North  Strabane  and  Chartiers)  Access  Road 

2.  Canton  Township  Sewer  Plant  and  Collector  System  Project 

3.  Meadowcroft  Village  Access  Road 

4.  Meadowcroft  Village  Demonstration  Study 

5.  McGraw-Hill  Power  Systems  Division  Plant  Access  Road 

MONESSEN  EAA: 

1 . Mon-Valley  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Facility  Expansion  Project 

2.  Mon-Valley  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  for  Exceptional  Student 

Vocational  Program 

3.  West  Newton  Borough  Sewer  Treatment  Plant,  Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

4.  Pigeon  Creek  Sanitary  Water  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  and  Collector  Project 

5.  Malden  Road  Industrial  Park  Development  Study 

GREENSBURG  EAA: 

1 . Central  Westmoreland  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

2.  Westmoreland  Community  College  Vocational  Program  Equipment  Project 

3.  Jeannette  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Modernization 

4.  North  Huntington  Township  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment 

Plant,  Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

5.  Hempfield  Township  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  Expansion 

LATROBE  EAA: 

1 . Unity  Township  Sewer  Interceptor  and  Collector  Project 

2.  Latrobe  Airport  Runway  Extension 

3.  Latrobe  Municipal  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant,  Interceptor 
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UNIONTOWN  EAA: 


1 . Fayette  County  Community  Flealth  Senice  Center 

Fayette  County  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  Project 
Concerned  of  Pennsylvania,  Inc.  and  Intermediate  Unit  ^^^1  Mentally- 
Retarded  Students  Vocational  Training  Project 

4.  North  Union  Township  Sewer  Treatment  Plant  and  Collector  Project 

5.  Penn  State  Campus  Access  Road 

6.  Perryopolis  Municipal  Authority  Water  Treatment  Project 

WAYNESBURG  EAA: 

1.  Greene  County  Industrial  Park  (Parsley  Site)  Access  Road 

2.  Greene  County  Area  Vocational-Technical  School  Equipment  Project 

3.  Franklin  Township  Sewer  Collector,  Pump  Station  and  Force  Main  Construction 

4.  Carmichaels-Cumberland  Joint  Sewer  Interceptor,  Collector  and  Treatment  Plan 

Construction  Project 

5.  Mount  Morris  Water  and  Sewer  Authority  Treatment  Plant,  Interceptor  and 

Collector  System 

6.  Ten  Mile  Creek  Sanitary  Authority  Sewer  Treatment  Plant,  Interceptor  and 

Collector  Project 
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EACH  ECONOMIC  ACTIVITY  AREA 
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REGION  3 


SCRANTON-WILKES  BARRE  EAA  3-1 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENTAGE 

TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

1960 

1970 

OF  CHANGE 

Lenox 

Susquehanna 

983 

1,045 

6.3 

Clifford 

1,238 

1,351 

9.1 

Meshoppen 

Wyoming 

387 

452 

16.8 

Washington 

459 

614 

33.8 

Mehoopany 

yy 

600 

677 

12.8 

Lemon 

yy 

567 

701 

23.6 

Nicholson 

yy 

686 

737 

7.4 

Clinton 

y y 

420 

658 

56.7 

Tunkhannock 

yy 

1,389 

2,200 

58.4 

Overfield 

yy 

644 

913 

41.8 

Eaton 

yy 

861 

1,163 

35.1 

Falls 

1,331 

1,473 

10.7 

Noxen 

966 

822 

- 14.9 

Monroe 

1,024 

1,045 

2.1 

Northmoreland 

yy 

720 

767 

6.5 

Exeter 

yy 

503 

601 

19.5 

Clinton 

Wayne 

1,132 

1,105 

- 2.4 

Canaan 

yy 

1,831 

1,470 

- 19.7 

S.  Canaan 

yy 

1,058 

1,106 

4.5 

Lake 

yy 

1,621 

1,755 

8.3 

Salem 

yy 

1,324 

1,581 

19.4 

Sterling 

yy 

490 

576 

17.6 

Benton 

Lackawanna 

1,012 

1,141 

12.7 

Greenfield 

yy 

816 

1,140 

39.7 

Fell 

yy 

2,672 

2,963 

10.9 

Scott 

yy 

2,747 

3,803 

38.4 

Carbondale 

yy 

827 

610 

- 26.2 

Jefferson 

yy 

1,195 

1,809 

51.4 

Newton 

yy 

2,377 

2,568 

8.0 

Ransom 

yy 

1,251 

1,196 

- 4.4 

Roaring  Brook 

yy 

576 

1,385 

140.5 

Madison 

yy 

788 

993 

26.0 

Clifton 

yy 

349 

526 

50.7 

Spring  Brook 

yy 

1,064 

1,577 

48.2 

Lehigh 

yy 

156 

167 

7.0 

Covington 

yy 

1,107 

1,460 

31.9 

N.  Abington 

yy 

388 

553 

42.5 

W.  Abington 

yy 

247 

309 

25.1 

S.  Abington 

yy 

2,449 

3,374 

37.8 

La  Plume 

yy 

475 

971 

104.4 

Glenburn 

yy 

731 

1,113 

52.3 

Elmhurst 

yy 

788 

799 

1.4 

Ross 

Luzerne 

1,360 

1,592 

17.1 

Lake 

yy 

1,895 

1,332 

- 29.7 

Dallas 

yy 

4,410 

5,232 

18.6 

Franklin 

yy 

880 

1,145 

30.1 

Exeter 

yy 

1,309 

1,869 

42.8 
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SCRAATOX-h'/LKES-BARRE  EAA  3-7  (Continued) 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCFNTAG 

OF  CHANGF 

Lehman 

Luzerne 

2,318 

2,219 

- 4.3 

Pittston 

2,992 

3,564 

19.1 

Jenkins 

3,475 

3,252 

- 6.4 

Union 

768 

1.253 

63.2 

Hunlock 

2,057 

1.682 

- 18.2 

Jackson 

1,364 

1,956 

43.4 

Plymouth 

2,783 

2,614 

- 6.1 

Plains 

1 1,481 

10,995 

- 4.4 

Wilkes-Barre 

4,319 

3.535 

- 18.2 

Bear  Creek 

1,352 

1.825 

35.0 

Hanover 

12,781 

12,108 

- 5.3 

Fairview 

2,061 

2,658 

29.0 

Rice 

642 

941 

46.6 

Wright 

1,423 

3,179 

123.4 

Newport 

7,083 

6,002 

- 15.3 

Slocum 

796 

858 

7.8 

Buck 

256 

294 

14.8 

Dorrance 

983 

1,209 

23.0 

Conyngham 

1,819 

1,693 

- 6.9 

Kingston 

5,450 

6,196 

13.7 

Abbington 

Lackawanna 

1,077 

1,316 

BORO 

Forest  City 

Susquehanna 

2,651 

2,322 

- 12.4 

Meshoppen 

Wyoming 

470 

482 

2.6 

Nicholson 

942 

877 

- 6.9 

Factoryville 

991 

qm 

- 7.0 

Tunkhannock 

2,297 

2,251 

- 2.0 

Way  mart 

Wayne 

1,106 

1,122 

1.4 

Vandling 

Lackawanna 

578 

633 

9.5 

Dalton 

1,227 

1,282 

4.5 

Clarks  Summit 

3,693 

5,376 

45.6 

Clarks  Green 

1,256 

1,674 

33.3 

Carbondale 

13,595 

12,808 

- 5.8 

Mayfield 

1,996 

2,176 

9.0 

Jermyn 

2,397 

2,535 

1.6 

Archbald 

5,642 

6,118 

8.4 

Blakely 

6,374 

6,391 

~t 

Dickson  City 

It 

7,738 

7,698 

- 0.5 

Jessup 

tt 

5,456 

4,948 

- 9.3 

Olyphant 

5,864 

5,422 

- 7.5 

Throop 

tt 

4,732 

4,307 

- 9.0 

Dunmore 

tt 

18,917 

17,300 

- 8.5 

Taylor 

6,148 

6,977 

13.5 

Old  Forge 

^ t 

8,928 

9.522 

6.7 
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REGION  3 


SCRANTON-WILKES-BARRE  EAA  3-1  (Continued) 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENTAGE 

BORO 

COUNTY 

1960 

1970 

OF  CHANGE 

Moosic 

Lackawanna 

4,243 

4,273 

.7 

Moscow 

1,212 

1,430 

18.0 

Harvey’s  Lake 

Luzerne 

1,693 

Dallas 

2,229 

2,913 

30.7 

Duryea 

5,626 

5,264 

- 6.4 

Avoca 

” 

3,562 

3,543 

- 0.5 

Dupont 

3,669 

3,431 

- 6.5 

Pittston 

” 

12,407 

11,113 

- 10.4 

Kingston 

99 

20,261 

18,325 

9.6 

Wyoming 

99 

4,127 

4,195 

1.6 

West  Pittston 

99 

6,998 

7,074 

1.1 

Exeter 

99 

4,747 

4,670 

- 1.6 

Swoyersville 

6,751 

6,786 

.5 

Luzerne 

99 

5,118 

4,504 

- 12.0 

Courtdale 

845 

1,027 

21.5 

Forty  Fort 

99 

6,431 

6,114 

- 4.9 

Pringle 

99 

1,418 

1,155 

- 18.5 

Yatesville 

99 

472 

407 

- 13.8 

LaHin 

99 

235 

399 

69.8 

Hughestown 

99 

1,615 

1,407 

- 12.9 

Edwardsville 

99 

5,711 

5,633 

- 1.4 

Larksville 

99 

4,390 

3,937 

- 10.3 

Plymouth 

99 

10,401 

9,536 

- 8.3 

Wilkes-Barre 

99 

63,551 

58,856 

- 7.4 

Laurel  Run 

99 

855 

327 

- 61.8 

Ashley 

99 

4,258 

4,095 

- 3.8 

Nanticoke 

99 

15,601 

14,632 

- 6.2 

Warrior  Run 

99 

833 

816 

- 2.0 

Sugar  Notch 

99 

1,524 

1,333 

- 12.5 

Nuangola 

99 

346 

464 

34.1 

Scranton 

Lackawanna 

1 1 1 ,443 

103,564 

- 7.1 

Shickshinny 

Luzerne 

1,843 

1,685 

- 8.6 

535,103 

529,432 

- 1.1 
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HONESDALE  EAA  3-2 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCFNTAC 
OF  CMANGF 

Dyberry 

Wayne 

594 

706 

18.9 

Berlin 

1,010 

1,109 

9.x 

Texas 

1,765 

2,003 

13.5 

Cherry  Ridge 

729 

890 

22  ! 

Palmyra 

568 

528 

- 7.0 

BORO 


Bethany 

Wayne 

181 

267 

47.5 

Honesdale 

5,569 

5,224 

6.2 

Prompton 

204 

224 

9.8 

Howley 

1 ,433 

1,331 

7.1 

12,053 

12,282 

MATAMORAS  EAA  3-3 


TOWNSHIP 


Shohola 

Dingman 

Westfall 

Milford 

BORO 

Pike 

yi 

413 

382 

838 

386 

574 

518 

1 ,348 

418 

39.0 

35.6 

60.9 

8.3 

Matamoras 

Pike 

2,087 

2,244 

7.5 

Milford 

1,198 

1,190 

- 0.7 

5,304 

6,292 

+ 18.6 
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HAZELTON  EAA  3-4 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 

OF  CHANGE 

Black  Creek 

Luzerne 

1,554 

1,745 

12.3 

Foster 

99 

2,683 

2,594 

- 3.3 

Butler 

99 

3,094 

3,762 

21.6 

Sugarloaf 

99 

1,850 

2,035 

10.0 

Hazle 

99 

7,478 

7,619 

1.9 

North  Union 

Schuylkill 

879 

843 

- 4.1 

Kline 

99 

2,019 

1,624 

- 19.6 

Banks 

Carbon 

1,871 

1,760 

- 5.9 

Lausanne 

99 

144 

145 

0.7 

Lehigh 

99 

592 

577 

- 2.5 

Packer 

99 

529 

646 

22.1 

BORO 

Conyngham 

Luzerne 

1,819 

1,693 

- 6.9 

Freeland 

99 

5,068 

4,784 

- 5.6 

White  Haven 

99 

1,778 

2,134 

20.0 

W.  Hazleton 

99 

6,258 

6,059 

- 3.5 

Hazleton 

99 

32,056 

30,426 

- 5.1 

McAdoo 

Schuylkill 

3,560 

3,326 

- 6.6 

Beaver  Meadows 

Carbon 

1,392 

1,274 

- 8.5 

Weatherly 

99 

2,591 

2,554 

- 1.4 

Jeddo 

Luzerne 

183 

177 

- 3.3 

77,418 

75,787 

- 2.1 
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E.  STROUDSBURG  EAA  3-5 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENT AC 

OE  CHANCE 

Lehman 

Pike 

318 

624 

96.2 

Coolbaugh 

Monroe 

1 ,9 1 2 

1,626 

- 15.0 

Barrett 

2,395 

2,452 

2.4 

Tobyhanna 

1,073 

1,868 

74.1 

Paradise 

982 

1,207 

22.9 

Price 

258 

377 

46.1 

Middle  Smithfield 

1 .034 

1,508 

45.8 

Smithfield 

1,887 

2,285 

21.1 

Stroud 

5,452 

7,525 

38.0 

Pocono 

1,474 

1,807 

26.9 

Jackson 

878 

1,212 

38.0 

Tunkhannock 

99 

214 

317 

48.1 

Chestnut  Hill 

99 

1,572 

2,021 

28.6 

Hamilton 

99 

2,405 

2,985 

24.1 

Ross 

808 

998 

23.5 

Kidder 

Carbon 

487 

596 

22.4 

BORO 


Delaware  Water  Gap 

Monroe 

554 

533 

- 3.8 

E.  Stroudsburg 

99 

7,674 

7,894 

2.9 

Mt.  Pocono 

99 

935 

1,019 

9.0 

Stroudsburg 

99 

6,070 

5,451 

- 10.2 

East  Side 

Carbon 

152 

228 

50.0 

38,534 

44,533 

+ 15.6 
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LEHIGHTON  EAA  3-6 


TOWNSHIP 


COUNTY 


POPULATION  POPULATION 

I960  1970 


Schuylkill 

Rahn 

Schuylkill 

Franklin  Carbon 

Mahoning 

East  Penn 

Lower  Towamensing 


697 

441 

1,732 

2,773 

2,852 

1,279 

2,414 


730 

428 

1,516 

3,054 

3,177 

1,318 

2,360 


BORO 


Coaldale 

Schuylkill 

Tamaqua 

>> 

Nesquehoning 

Carbon 

Lansford 

Summit  Hill 

Jim  Thorpe 

Bowmanstown 

Lehighton 

” 

Weissport 

Parryville 

59 

Palmerton 

95 

3,949 

3,023 

9,246 

10,178 

3,338 

5,958 

5,168 

4,386 

3,811 

5,945 

5,456 

888 

864 

6,318 

6,095 

625 

561 

580 

528 

5,942 

5,620 

56,025 

57,225 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 


4.7 

- 2.9 

- 12.5 
10.1 
1 1.4 

3.0 

- 2.2 


- 23.4 

- 9.1 

- 13.3 

- 13.1 

- 8.2 

- 2.7 

- 3.5 

- 10.2 

- 9.0 

- 5.4 


+ 2.1 
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REGION  3 


POTTSVILLE  EAA  3-7 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 

OE  CHANGE 

Cass 

Schuylkill 

2,950 

2,508 

- 15.0 

New  Castle 

996 

727 

- 27.0 

Blythe 

1,302 

1,199 

- 7.9 

E.  Brunswick 

1,060 

1,165 

9.9 

W.  Brunswick 

906 

1,795 

98.1 

S.  Manheim 

650 

771 

18.6 

N.  Manheim 

2,829 

3,312 

17.1 

Wayne 

1,729 

2,065 

19.4 

Norwegian 

1,389 

1,592 

14.6 

E.  Norwegian 

1,198 

1,076 

- 10.2 

Branch 

1,749 

1,798 

2.8 

BORO 


Minersville 

Schuylkill 

6,606 

6,012 

- 9.0 

St.  Clair 

I'l 

5,159 

4,576 

- 11.3 

New  Philadelphia 

91 

1,702 

1,528 

- 10.2 

Middleport 

91 

775 

609 

- 21.4 

New  Ringgold 

314 

314 

Orwigsburg 

99 

2,131 

2,661 

24.9 

Deer  Lake 

99 

334 

347 

3.9 

Port  Clinton 

91 

739 

363 

- 50.9 

Auburn 

936 

895 

--  4.4 

Landingville 

99 

224 

175 

- 21.9 

Schuylkill  Haven 

19 

6,470 

6,125 

- 5.3 

Palo  Alto 

99 

1,445 

1,428 

- 1.2 

Port  Carbon 

99 

2,775 

2,717 

- 2.1 

Cressona 

99 

1,854 

1,814 

_ 

Mt.  Carbon 

91 

308 

184 

- 40.3 

Mechanicsville 

99 

588 

663 

12.8 

Pottsville 

99 

21,659 

19,715 

- 9.0 

70,777 

70,834 

+ 

o 

loo 

*City 


- Ill 


REGION  4 


ELKLAND  EAA  4-1 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Westfield 

Tioga 

1,036 

1,051 

1.4 

Deerfield 

578 

552 

- 4.5 

Osceola 

99 

758 

795 

4.9 

Nelson 

99 

510 

577 

13.1 

Elkland 

99 

49 

57 

16.3 

BORO 


Westfield 

Tioga 

1,333 

1,273 

- 4.5 

Knoxville 

9 9 

694 

698 

.6 

Elkland 

99 

2,189 

1,942 

- 11.3 

7,147 

6.945 

- 2.8 

SAYRE  EAA  4-2 


TOWNSHIP 


Athens 

Bradford 

2,882 

4,007 

39.0 

Ulster 

99 

1,099 

1,201 

9.3 

Sheshequin 

99 

969 

928 

- 4.2 

BORO 


S.  Waverly 

Bradford 

1,382 

1,307 

- 5.4 

Sayre 

99 

9,717 

7,473 

- 5.6 

Athens 

99 

4,515 

4,173 

- 7.6 

20.564 

19,089  ■ 

- 7.2 
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REGION  4 


TROY  EAA  4-3 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENT AGF 

TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

1960 

1970 

OF  CHANCE 

Columbia 

Bradford 

914 

1,042 

14.0 

Troy 

1,393 

1,545 

10.9 

BORO 

Sylvania 

Bradford 

243 

241 

- 0.8 

Troy 

1,478 

1,315 

- 11.0 

4.028 

4.243 

+ ^ 

WELLSBORO  EAA  4-4 

TOWNSHIP 

Middlebury  Tioga 

1,011 

1,036 

2.5 

Shipper! 

430 

444 

3.3 

Delmar 

2,119 

2.249 

6.1 

Charleston 

1,893 

2,447 

29.3 

Duncan 

317 

277 

- 12.6 

BORO 

Wellsboro 

Tioga 

4,369 

4,003 

- 8.4 

10.139 

10.456 

+ 3.1 

- 279  - 


REGION  4 


MANSFIELD  EAA  4-5 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Richmond 

Tioga 

1,351 

1,815 

34.3 

Covington 

673 

641 

- 4.8 

Hamilton 

11 

532 

564 

6.0 

Sullivan 

91 

786 

1,115 

41.9 

Putman 

11 

546 

477 

- 12.6 

BORO 

Mansfield 

Tioga 

2,678 

4,114 

53.6 

Blossburg 

11 

1,956 

1,753 

- 10.4 

8,522 

10,479 

+ 23.0 

CANTON  EAA  4-6 


TOWNSHIP 


Union 

Tioga 

948 

918 

- 3.2 

Canton 

Bradford 

1,482 

1,645 

11.0 

Leroy 

11 

557 

587 

5.4 

BORO 


Canton  Bradford  2,102  2,037  — 3.1 

Alba  ” 192  184  - 4.2 


5,281  5,371  + L7 


-280- 


REGION  4 


TOWANDA  EAA  4-7 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANCE 

N.  Towanda 

Wysox 

Towanda 

Asylum 

Monroe 

BORO 

Bradford 

664 

1,437 

1,006 

762 

903 

801 

1,666 

1,075 

843 

1,004 

20.6 

15.9 

6.9 

10.6 

11.2 

Monroe 

Bradford 

502 

627 

24.9 

Towanda 

>9 

4,293 

4,224 

- 1.6 

TOWNSHIP 

Standing  Stone 

Bradford 

445 

383 

- 13.9 

Wyalusing 

99 

930 

911 

- 2.0 

Terry 

99 

700 

645 

- 7.9 

Wilmont 

99 

809 

763 

- 5.7 

Windham 

BORO 

Wyoming 

431 

575 

33.4 

Wyalusing 

Bradford 

685 

723 

5.5 

Laceyville 

Wyoming 

468 

452 

- 3.4 

13,835 

14,692 

+ 6.2 
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REGION  4 


DUSHORE  EAA  4-8 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Cherry 

La  Porte 

BORO 

Sullivan 

1,675 

162 

1,586 

136 

- 5.3 

- 16.0 

La  Porte 

Sullivan 

195 

207 

6.2 

Dushore 

731 

718 

- 1.8 

2,763 

2,647 

+ 4.2 

MONTROSE  EAA  4-9 


TOWNSHIP 


Franklin 

Susquehanna 

570 

675 

18.4 

Bridgwater 

1,498 

1,876 

25.2 

Jessup 

396 

327 

- 17.4 

Dimock 

883 

983 

11.3 

BORO 

Montrose 

Susquehanna 

2,363 

2,058 

- 12.9 

5,710 

5,919 

+ 3.7 

- 282  - 


REGION  4 


HALLSTEAD  EAA  4-10 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANGE 

Great  Bend 

Susquehanna 

1,088 

1,441 

32.4 

Harmony 

533 

365 

- 31.5 

New  Milford 

1,057 

1,266 

19.8 

Jackson 

587 

678 

15.5 

BORO 


Great  Bend 

Susquehanna 

111 

826 

6.3 

Hallstead 

1,580 

1,447 

- 8.4 

Oakland 

889 

817 

- 8.1 

Lanesboro 

502 

550 

9.6 

New  Milford 

•ty 

1,129 

1,143 

1.2 

8,142 

^3i_ 

+ 4.8 
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REGION  5 


RENOVO  EAA  5-1 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Chapman 

Noyes 

BORO 

Clinton 

1,101 

643 

981 

522 

- 10.9 

- 18.8 

Renovo 

Clinton 

3,316 

2,620 

- 21.0 

S.  Renovo 

99 

777 

662 

- 14.8 

5,873 

4,785 

- 18.5 

WILLIAMSPORT  EAA  5-2 

TOWNSHIP 


Lewis 

Lycoming 

752 

750 

- 0.3 

Watson 

99 

226 

291 

28.8 

Mifflin 

99 

513 

688 

34.1 

Anthony 

99 

445 

480 

7.9 

Lycoming 

99 

1,196 

1,507 

26.0 

Hepburn 

99 

1,315 

1,623 

23.4 

Eldred 

9’ 

701 

1,066 

52.1 

Upper  Fairfield 

99 

873 

1,174 

34.5 

Fairfield 

99 

869 

1,420 

63.4 

Mill  Creek 

^9 

225 

265 

17.8 

Wolf 

99 

957 

1,473 

53.9 

Muncy 

99 

907 

880 

- 3.0 

Muncy  Creek 

” 

2,070 

2,473 

19.5 

Clinton 

99 

1,976 

1,934 

- 2.1 

Delaware 

Northumberland 

2,432 

2,619 

7.7 

Loyalsock 

Lycoming 

. 9,047 

10,581 

17.0 

Old  Lycoming 

99 

3,996 

4,616 

15.5 

Armstrong 

^9 

606 

727 

20.0 

Woodward 

99 

1,583 

2,014 

27.2 

Susquehanna 

99 

803 

1,046 

30.3 

Bastress 

99 

321 

441 

37.4 

Limestone 

99 

944 

1,168 

23.7 

Nippenose 

99 

540 

583 

8.0 

Porter 

99 

1,234 

1,283 

4.0 

Piatt 

99 

689 

1,013 

47.0 

- 284  - 

REGION  5 


WILLIAMSPORT  EAA  5 

-2  ( Continued 

POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENTAGE 

BORO 

COUNTY 

1960 

1970 

OF  CHANGE 

Salladasburg 

Lycoming 

255 

239 

- 6.3 

Hughesville 

2,218 

2,249 

1.4 

MontoursviUe 

5,211 

5,985 

14.9 

Williamsport 

99 

41,967 

37,918 

- 9.6 

Muncy 

99 

2,830 

2,872 

1.5 

Montgomery 

99 

2,150 

1,902 

- 11.5 

S.  WUliamsport 

99 

6,972 

7,153 

2.6 

Duboistown 

99 

1,358 

1,468 

8.1 

Jersey  Shore 

99 

5,613 

5,322 

- 5.2 

Watsontown 

Northumberland 

2,431 

2,514 

3.4 

McEwensville 

99 

290 

247 

- 14.8 

106,515 

109,984 

3.3 

LOCK  HAVEN  EAA  5-3 

TOWNSHIP 

Beech  Creek 

Clinton 

741 

704 

- 5.0 

Bald  Eagle 

99 

1,189 

1,282 

7.8 

Porter 

99 

1,041 

1,185 

13.8 

Logan 

99 

631 

636 

.8 

Green 

99 

815 

753 

- 7.6 

Crawford 

99 

457 

582 

27.4 

Lamar 

99 

1,687 

1,807 

7.1 

Wayne 

99 

600 

602 

.3 

Castanea 

99 

1,218 

1,279 

5.0 

Allison 

99 

293 

270 

- 7.8 

Woodward 

99 

1,853 

2,427 

31.0 

Pine  Creek 

99 

2,083 

2,272 

9.1 

Liberty 

Centre 

1,262 

1,213 

- 3.9 

Dunnstable 

Clinton 

735 

839 

14.1 

BORO 

Beech  Creek 

Clinton 

634 

639 

.8 

Elemington 

99 

1,608 

1,519 

- 5.5 

Lock  Haven 

99 

11,748 

11,427 

- 2.7 

Mill  Hall 

99 

1,891 

1,838 

- 2.8 

Avis 

99 

1,262 

1,749 

38.6 

Loganton 

99 

385 

436 

13.2 

32,133 

44,349 

38.0 

- 285 


REGION  5 


STATE  COLLEGE  EAA  5-4 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Boggs 

Centre 

1,924 

2,039 

6.0 

Howard 

797 

732 

- 8.2 

Marion 

y y 

412 

447 

8.5 

Walker 

yy 

1,344 

1,706 

26.9 

Potter 

yy 

1,483 

1,878 

26.6 

Harris 

yy 

2,070 

3,504 

69.3 

Ferguson 

yy 

3,832 

6,531 

70.4 

Half  Moon 

yy 

478 

543 

13.6 

Patton 

yy 

2,401 

4,394 

83.0 

College 

yy 

3,957 

4,889 

23.6 

Benner 

yy 

2,397 

2,479 

3.4 

Spring 

yy 

5,018 

4,929 

- 1.8 

Union 

yy 

663 

809 

22.0 

Huston 

BORO 

yy 

661 

837 

26.6 

Unionville 

Centre 

371 

375 

1.1 

Milesburg 

1,158 

1,196 

3.3 

Howard 

770 

751 

- 2.5 

Centre  Hall 

yy 

1,109 

1,282 

15.6 

State  College 

yy 

22,409 

33,778 

50.7 

Bellefonte 

yy 

6,088 

6,828 

12.2 

59.342 

79,927 

34.7 

SUNBURY  EAA  5-5 

TOWNSHIP 


White  Deer 

Union 

2,379 

2,785 

17.1 

Kelly 

yy 

3,320 

4,166 

25.5 

West  Buffalo 

yy 

1,129 

1,2'69 

12.4 

Buffalo 

yy 

1,641 

1,739 

9.0 

Limestone 

yy 

724 

800 

10.5 

East  Buffalo 

yy 

3,243 

3,460 

6.7 

Union 

yy 

749 

1,020 

36.2 

Monroe 

Snyder 

1,927 

2,447 

27.0 

Penn 

yy 

3,621 

3,329 

- 8.1 

Middlecreek 

yy 

929 

1,153 

24.1 

Washington 

yy 

791 

866 

9.5 

Union 

yy 

1,198 

1,235 

3.1 

-286  - 

REGION  5 


SUNBUR  Y EAA  5-5  (Continued) 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENTAGE 

TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

1960 

1970 

OE  CHANGE 

Turbut 

Northumberland 

1,337 

1,480 

10.7 

W.  Chillisquaque 

V > 

1,679 

2,376 

41.5 

Point 

1,692 

2,308 

36.4 

Valley 

Montour 

937 

1,251 

33.5 

Rush 

Northumberland 

859 

995 

15.8 

Shamokin 

1,681 

1,670 

- 0.7 

Rockefeller 

1,253 

1,312 

4.7 

Lower  Augusta 

696 

664 

- 4.6 

Upper  Augusta 

1,991 

2,354 

18.2 

Mahoning 

Montour 

4,819 

4,593 

- 4.7 

Cooper 

401 

545 

35.9 

Mayberry 

125 

204 

63.2 

Hemlock 

Columbia 

1,301 

1,506 

15.8 

Montour 

1,015 

1,224 

20.6 

Franklin 

99 

428 

427 

- 0.2 

Catawissa 

579 

648 

11.9 

Main 

553 

658 

19.0 

Mifflin 

»» 

1,641 

1,781 

8.5 

Scott 

3,256 

3,875 

19.0 

S.  Centre 

1,127 

1,600 

42.0 

Orange 

442 

453 

2.5 

N.  Centre 

655 

790 

20.6 

Briar  Creek 

99 

1,871 

2,150 

14.9 

Salem. 

Luzerne 

3,124 

3,890 

24.5 

Nescopeck 

99 

640 

708 

10.6 

BORO 

Mifflinburg 

Union 

2,476 

2,607 

5.3 

Lewisburg 

99 

5,523 

6,376 

15.4 

New  Berlin 

99 

654 

821 

25.5 

Shamokin  Dam 

Snyder 

1,083 

1,562 

42.9 

Selinsgrove 

99 

3,948 

5,116 

29.6 

Freeburg 

99 

575 

636 

10.6 

Milton 

Northumberland 

7,972 

7,723 

- 3.1 

Northumberland 

99 

4,156 

4,102 

- 1.3 

Riverside 

99 

1,580 

1,905 

20.6 

Sunbury 

99 

13,687 

13,025 

- 4.8 

Snydertown 

99 

278 

267 

- 4.0 

DanviUe 

Montour 

6,889 

6,176 

- 10.3 

Bloomsburg 

Columbia 

10,655 

11,652 

9.4 

Catawissa 

99 

1,824 

1,701 

- 6.7 

Berwick 

99 

13,353 

12,274 

- 8.1 

Briar  Creek 

99 

399 

456 

14.3 

OrangevOle 

99 

444 

431 

- 2.9 

Nescopeck 

Luzerne 

1,934 

1,897 

- 1.9 

133,193 

142.408 

6.9 

- 287  - 


REGION  5 


SHAMOKIN  EAA  5-6 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Little  Mahanoy 

Northumberland 

365 

335 

- 8.2 

W.  Cameron 

391 

328 

- 16.1 

Zerbe 

11 

2,599 

2,196 

- 15.5 

Coal 

11 

13,530 

11,781 

- 12.9 

Mt.  Carmel 

11 

3,331 

3,802 

- 15.9 

E.  Cameron 

11 

717 

651 

- 9.2 

Butler 

Schuylkill 

3,340 

3,738 

- 11.9 

W.  Mahanoy 

11 

4,514 

3,968 

- 12.1 

Mahanoy 

11 

2,149 

1,673 

- 22.1 

BORO 


Shamokin 

Northumberland 

13,674 

11,719 

- 14.3 

Marion  Heights 

11 

1,132 

958 

- 15.4 

Kulpmont 

11 

4,288 

4,026 

- 6.1 

Mt,  Carmel 

11 

10,760 

9,317 

- 13.4 

Gordon 

Schuylkill 

888 

856 

- 3.6 

Girardville 

11 

2,958 

2,450 

- 17.2 

Frackville 

11 

5,654 

5,445 

- 3.7 

Gilberton 

11 

1,712 

1,293 

- 24.5 

Shenandoah 

11 

11,073 

8,287 

- 25.2 

Mahanoy  City 

11 

8,536 

7,257 

- 15.0 

Ashland 

11 

5,007 

4-,737 

- 5.4 

Ralpho  Twp. 

Northumberland 

2,236 

2,476 

10.7 

Conyngham  Twp. 

Columbia 

1,435 

1,165 

- 18.8 

Centralia  Boro. 

11 

1,119 

1,137 

1.6 

101,408 

88,595 

- 12.6 

-288 


REGION  5 


LEWISTOWN  EAA  5-7 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERC  ENT  AG F 

TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

1960 

1970  _ 

OF  CHANGE 

Armagh 

Miftlin 

3,179 

3,385 

6.5 

Brown 

2,631 

2,742 

4.2 

Union 

> 1 

2,645 

2,965 

12.1 

Granville 

4,908 

4,626 

5.7 

Derry 

7,167 

7,877 

9.9 

Milford 

Juniata 

1,033 

1,160 

12.3 

Ferma  nagh 

1,441 

1,855 

28.7 

Turbett 

578 

678 

17.3 

Walker 

1,755 

1,767 

0.7 

BORO 

Juniata  Terrace 

Mifflin 

733 

Lewistown 

12,640 

1 1,098 

- 12.2 

Burnham 

99 

2,755 

2,607 

5.4 

Mii'nin 

Juniata 

745 

640 

14.1 

Mifflintown 

99 

887 

828 

6.7 

Port  Royal 

99 

805 

829 

3.0 

43,169 

43,790 

1.4 

PHILIPSBURG  EAA  5-8 

TOWNSHIP 

Rush  Centre 

3,454 

3,167 

_ 8.3 

Decatur  Clearfield 

3,042 

2,763 

_ 9.2 

Morris  ” 

2,927 

2,915 

_ 0.4 

Cooper  ” 

2,801 

2,585 

_ 7.7 

BORO 

Philipsburg 

Centre 

3,872 

3,700 

- 4.4 

S.  Philipsburg 

99 

445 

472 

6.1 

Chester  Hill 

Clearfield 

919 

868 

- 5.5 

Osceola 

99 

1,777 

1,671 

- 6.0 

Houtzdale 

99 

1,239 

1,193 

- 3.7 

20,476 

19,334 

- 5.6 

- 289 


REGION  6 


MARYSVILLE  EAA  6-1 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENTAGE 

TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

1960 

1970 

OJlCHANGE 

Delaware 

Juniata 

971 

1,082 

1 1.4 

Greenwood 

Perry 

685 

747 

9.1 

Oliver 

1,239 

1,557 

25.7 

Howe 

353 

397 

12.5 

Buffalo 

597 

599 

0.3 

Watts 

520 

613 

17.9 

Wheatfield 

947 

1,297 

37.0 

Penn 

2,072 

2,269 

9.5 

Rye 

99 

832 

1,316 

58.2 

BORO 


Thornpsontown 

Juniata 

713 

677 

- 5.0 

Millerstown 

Perry 

675 

612 

- 9.3 

Newport 

99 

1,861 

1,747 

- 6.1 

Duncannon 

99 

1,800 

1,739 

- 3.4 

Marysville 

99 

2,580 

2,328 

- 9.8 

New  Buffalo 

99 

153 

150 

- 2.0 

15,998 

1L1_30 

ZJ_ 
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REGION  7 


SPANGLER  EAA  7-1 


POPULATION  POPULATION 

TOWNSHIP  COUNTY  1960  1970 


PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANGE 


Susquehanna 

Cambria 

2,956 

1,676 

- 43.3 

Chest 

289 

210 

- 27.3 

Barr 

2,529 

2,371 

- 6.2 

E.  Carroll 

1,344 

1,487 

10.6 

W.  Carroll 

yy 

2,191 

1,865 

- 14.9 

Elder 

yy 

1,262 

1,293 

2.5 

BORO 


Barnsboro 

Cambria 

3,035 

2,708 

- 10.8 

Patton 

2,880 

2,762 

- 4.1 

Carrolltown 

1,525 

1,507 

- 1.2 

Spangler 

95 

2,658 

3,109 

17.0 

Hastings 

yy 

1,751 

1,791 

2.3 

22,420 

20,779 

- 7.3 

ALTOONA  EAA  7-2 

TOWNSHIP 


White 

Cambria 

369 

336 

- 8.9 

Reade 

yy 

2,024 

1,752 

- 13.4 

Clearfield 

yy 

1,155 

1,134 

- 1.8 

Dean 

yy 

614 

530 

- 13.7 

Gallitzin 

yy 

1,167 

1,041 

^ 10.8 

Cresson 

yy 

2,520 

2,895 

14.9 

Washington 

yy 

1,102 

966 

- 12.3 

Snyder 

Blair 

3,329 

3,457 

3.8 

Antis 

yy 

3,943 

5,025 

27.4 

Tyrone 

yy 

1,253 

1,330 

6.1 

Logan 

yy 

10,123 

1 1 ,496 

13.6 

Catharine 

yy 

778 

498 

36.0 

Allegheny 

yy 

5,056 

5,943 

17.5 

Juniata 

yy 

742 

879 

18.5 

Freedom 

yy 

2,127 

2,522 

18.6 

Blair 

yy 

2,478 

2,445 

- 1.3 

Greenfield 

yy 

3,702 

3,543 

- 4.3 

Taylor 

yy 

1,928 

2,003 

3.9 

N.  Woodbury 

yy 

1,311 

1,350 

3.0 
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REGION  7 


ALTOONA  EAA  7-2  (Continued) 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENTAGE 

TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

I960 

1970 

OF  CHANGE 

Huston 

Blair 

944 

873 

- 7.5 

Woodbury 

1,319 

1,264 

- 4.2 

Frankstown 

3,904 

4,842 

24.0 

Warriors  Mark 

Huntingdon 

1,008 

1,135 

12.6 

Franklin 

333 

347 

37.2 

Spruce  Creek 

55 

335 

348 

3.9 

Morris 

55 

308 

282 

- 8.4 

Kimmel 

Bedford 

1,151 

1,194 

3.7 

Bloomfield 

55 

503 

506 

0.6 

Beccaria 

Clearfield 

2,091 

1,877 

- 10.2 

Gulich 

55 

1,399 

1,249 

- 10.7 

BORO 

Chest  Springs 

Cambria 

215 

178 

- 17.2 

Ashville 

55 

422 

409 

- 3.1 

Gallitzin 

55 

2,783 

2,496 

- 10.3 

Cresson 

55 

2,659 

2,446 

- 8.0 

Lilly 

55 

1,642 

1,429 

- 13.0 

Tyrone 

Blair 

1,253 

1,330 

6.1 

Bellwood 

55 

2,330 

2,395 

2.8 

Williamsburg 

55 

1,792 

1,704 

- 4.9 

Martinsburg 

55 

1,772 

2,088 

17.8 

Roaring  Spring 

55 

2,937 

2,811 

- 4.3 

Newry 

55 

432 

444 

2.8 

Duncansville 

55 

1,396 

2,210 

58.3 

Hollidaysburg 

55 

6,475 

6,262 

- 3.3 

Altoona 

55 

69,407 

62,900 

- 9.4 

Cassandra 

Cambria 

270 

250 

- 7.4 

Shankertown 

55 

828 

881 

6.4 

Tunnel  Hill 

55 

463 

508 

9.7 

Birmingham 

Huntingdon 

136 

115 

- 15.4 

Coalport 

Clearfield 

821 

796 

- 3.0 

Irvona 

55 

781 

714 

- 8.6 

Glen  Hope 

55 

169 

163 

- 3.6 

Ramey 

55 

558 

342 

- 2.9 

158,557 

157,123 

- 1.5 
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REGION  7 


HUNTINGDON  EAA  7-3 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANGE 

Logan 

Huntingdon 

276 

472 

71.0 

Porter 

1,231 

1 ,222 

- 0.7 

Oneida 

1,235 

1,283 

3.9 

Walker 

»» 

1,042 

1,212 

16.3 

Henderson 

667 

650 

- 2.5 

Juniata 

464 

367 

- 20.9 

Brady 

yy 

672 

763 

13.5 

Smithfield 

yy 

2,547 

2,488 

- 2.3 

Union 

yy 

830 

859 

3.5 

Shirley 

yy 

2,009 

2,069 

3.0 

Wayne 

Mifflin 

1,637 

1,824 

1 1.4 

BORO 


Alexandria 

Huntingdon 

381 

495 

29.9 

Huntingdon 

yy 

7,234 

6,987 

- 3.4 

Petersburg 

yy 

552 

555 

0.5 

Mill  Creek 

yy 

400 

421 

5.3 

Mapleton 

yy 

666 

661 

- 0.8 

Mt.  Union 

yy 

4,091 

3,662 

- 10.5 

Shirleysburg 

yy 

170 

238 

40.0 

Kistler 

Mifflin 

391 

369 

- 5.6 

Newton  Hamilton 

yy 

338 

280 

- 17.2 

26,833 

26,877 

0.16 

JOHNSTOWN  EAA  7-4 

TOWNSHIP 


Blacklick 

Cambria 

2,440 

2,029 

- 16.8 

Cambria 

yy 

5,594 

6,441 

15.1 

Munster 

yy 

577 

51.7 

- 10.4 

Portage 

yy 

4,060 

3,750 

- 7.6 

Summerhill 

yy 

3,376 

2,709 

- 19.8 

Croyle 

yy 

2,389 

2,384 

- 0.2 

Adams 

yy 

5,946 

5,889 

- 1.0 

Richland 

yy 

9,234 

10,195 

10.4 

Upper  Yoder 

yy 

5,474 

6,347 

15.9 

Lower  Yoder 

yy 

4,828 

4,099 

- 15.1 

W.  Taylor 

yy 

1,580 

1,193 

- 24.5 

Middle  Taylor 

yy 

963 

1,001 

3.9 
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REGION  7 


JOHNSTOWN  EAA  7-4 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

E.  Taylor 

Cambria 

3,513 

3,571 

1.7 

Stoneycreek 

4,650 

4,543 

- 2.3 

Conemaugh 

2,533 

2,402 

- 5.2 

Jackson 

4,277 

4,343 

1.5 

Conemaugh 

Somerset 

8,084 

8,132 

0.6 

Jenner 

4,615 

4,251 

- 7.9 

Quemahoning 

99 

2,123 

2,079 

- 2.1 

Shade 

99 

3,825 

3,428 

- 10.4 

Paint 

99 

3,090 

2,844 

- 8.0 

Ogle 

99 

302 

280 

- 7.3 

Allegheny 

Cambria 

1,129 

1,436 

27.2 

BORO 


Loretto 

Cambria 

1,338 

1,661 

24.1 

Nanty-Glo 

99 

4,608 

4,298 

- 6.7 

Ebensburg 

99 

4,111 

4,31.8 

5.0 

Portage 

99 

3,933 

4,151 

5.5 

Summerhill 

99 

870 

726 

- 16.6 

South  Fork 

99 

2,053 

1,661 

- 19.1 

Ehrenfeld 

99 

566 

397 

- 29.9 

Brownstown 

99 

1,379 

1,035 

- 24.9 

Westmont 

99 

6,573 

6,673 

1.5 

Southmont 

99 

2,857 

2,653 

- 7.1 

Ferndale 

99 

2,717 

2,482 

- 8.6 

Lorain 

99 

1,324 

972 

- 26.6 

Geistown 

99 

3,186 

3,633 

14.0 

Daisy  town 

99 

388 

371 

- 4.4 

Dale 

99 

2,807 

2,274 

- 19.0 

E.  Conemaugh 

99 

3,334 

2,710 

- 18.7 

Scalp  Level 

99 

1,445 

1,353 

- 6.4 

Jennerstown 

Somerset 

422 

621 

47.2 

Boswell 

99 

1,508 

1,529 

1.4 

Stoystown 

99 

360 

446 

23.9 

Hooversville 

99 

1,120 

962 

- 14.1 

Central  City 

99 

1,604 

1,547 

- 3.6 

Paint 

99 

1,275 

1,233 

- 3.3 

Windber 

99 

6,994 

6,332 

- 9.5 

Benson 

99 

350 

297 

- 15.1 

Vintondale 

Cambria 

938 

812 

- 13.4 

Wilmore 

99 

339 

386 

13.9 

Johnstown 

99 

53,949 

42,476 

- 21.3 

REGION  7 


BEDFORD  EAA  7-5 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Napier 

Bedford 

1,577 

1,645 

4.3 

E.  St.  Clair 

1,664 

1,944 

16.8 

Harrison 

798 

714 

- 10.5 

Bedford 

3,977 

4,253 

6.9 

Colerain 

793 

830 

4.7 

Snake  Spring 

1,071 

1,252 

16.9 

W.  Providence 
* 

BORO 

19 

3,021 

3,132 

3.7 

Manns  Choice 

Bedford 

351 

334 

- 4.8 

Bedford 

99 

3,696 

3,302 

10.7 

Rainsburg 

99 

209 

179 

^ 14.4 

Everett 

99 

2,279 

2,243 

- 1.6 

St.  Clairsville 

99 

1 15 

96 

- 16.5 

New  Paris 

99 

232 

204 

- 12.1 

Schellsburg 

99 

288 

271 

- 5.9 

20,071 

20,399 

1.6 

McCONNELLSBURG  EAA  7-6 

TOWNSHIP 

Todd 

Fulton 

880 

929 

5.6 

Ayre 

99 

1,360 

1,473 

8.3 

BORO 

McConnellsburg 

Fulton 

1,245 

1,228 

- 1.4 

3,485 

3,630 

4.2 
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REGION  7 


SOMERSET  EAA  7-7 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Middlecreek 

Somerset 

705 

732 

3.8 

Jefferson 

99 

858 

846 

- 1.4 

Lincoln 

99 

1,624 

1,547 

- 4.7 

Milford 

99 

1,066 

1,272 

19.3 

Black 

99 

859 

892 

3.8 

Somerset 

99 

6,808 

7,407 

8.8 

Stoney  Creek 

99 

1,909 

1,813 

- 5.0 

BORO 


Seven  Springs 

Somerset 

37 

New  Centerville 

99 

198 

253 

27.8 

Rockwood 

99 

1,101 

1,051 

- 4.5 

Somerset 

99 

6,347 

6,269 

- 1.2 

Shanksville 

99 

314 

275 

- 12.4 

Indian  Lake 

99 

129 

21,789 

22,523 

3.4 

MEYERDALE  EAA  7-8 

TOWNSHIP 


Brothersvalley 

Somerset 

1,996 

2,080 

4.2 

Summit 

99 

2,334 

2,326 

- 0.3 

Elk  Lick 

99 

2,148 

2,054 

- 4.4 

BORO 


Berlin 

Somerset 

1,600 

1,766 

10.4 

Garrett 

99 

617 

616 

- 0.2 

Meyerdale 

99 

2,901 

2,648 

- 8.7 

Salisbury 

99 

862 

895 

3.8 

12,458 

12,385 

- 0.6 
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REGION  8 


BRADFORD  EAA  8-1 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 
1970  

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANCE 

Bradford 

McKean 

5,314 

5,423 

2.1 

Foster 

5,603 

5,458 

- 2.6 

LaFayette 

857 

883 

3.0 

Keating 

11 

3,213 

3,080 

- 4.1 

BORO 


Bradford 

McKean 

15,061 

12,672 

- 15.9 

Lewis  Run 

>1 

714 

756 

5.9 

Smethport 

15 

1,725 

1 ,883 

9.2 

32  487 

30,155 

- 7.2 

PORT  ALLEGHENY  EAA  8-2 

TOWNSHIP 


Annin 

McKean 

682 

708 

3.8 

Liberty 

11 

1,627 

1,729 

6.3 

BORO 

Port  Allegheny 

McKean 

2,742 

2,703 

- 1.4 

5,051 

5,140 

1.8 
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REGION  8 


COUDERSPORT  EAA  8-3 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Hebron 

Potter 

447 

390 

- 12.8 

Eulalia 

447 

509 

13.9 

BORO 

Coudersport 

Potter 

2,889 

2,831 

- 2.0 

3,783 

3,730 

- 1.4 

GALETON  EAA  8-4 

TOWNSHIP 


Pike 

Potter 

213 

272 

27.7 

W.  Branch 

362 

307 

- 15.2 

Gaines 

99 

462 

457 

- 1.1 

BORO 


Galeton 

Potter 

1,646 

1,552 

- 5.7 

2,683 

2,588 

- 3.5 

- 298  - 


REGION  8 


KANE  EAA  8-5 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANGE 

Westmore 

Hamlin 

BORO 

McKean 

1,829 

1,022 

1,837 

932 

0.4 

- 8.8 

Kane 

McKean 

5,380 

5,001 

- 7.0 

Mt.  Jewett 

1,226 

1,060 

- 13.5 

9^1? 

8,830 

— 6.6 

ST.  MARY’S  EAA  8-6 

TOWNSHIP 


Jones 

Elk 

1,881 

1,636 

- 13.0 

Ridgeway 

2,404 

2,578 

7.2 

Benzinger 

11 

5,934 

7,755 

30.7 

Fox 

11 

2,738 

3,210 

17.2 

BORO 


Johnsonburg 

Elk 

4,966 

4,304 

- 13.3 

Ridgeway 

1 1 

6,387 

6,022 

- 5.7 

St.  Mary’s 

11 

8,065 

7,470 

- 7.4 

32,375 

32,981 

1.9 

- 299 


REGION  8 


EMPORIUM  EAA  8-7 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENTAGE 

TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

I960 

1970 

OF  CHANGE 

Shipper! 

Cameron 

2,920 

2,892 

- 1.0 

Portage 

251 

284 

13.1 

BORO 

Emporium 

Cameron 

3,397 

3,074 

- 9.5 

6,568 

6,250 

- 4.8 

DUBOIS  EAA  8-8 

TOWNSHIP 

Clover 

Jefferson 

480 

448 

- 6.7 

Rose 

11 

1,177 

975 

- 17.2 

Pine  Creek 

11 

1,171 

1,181 

0.9 

Knox 

11 

996 

843 

- 15.4 

Snyder 

11 

1,997 

2,280 

14.2 

Washington 

11 

1,590 

1,548 

2.6 

Winslow 

11 

2,142 

1,996 

- 6.8 

Huston 

Clearfield 

1,263 

1,268 

0.4 

Sandy 

11 

5,322 

5,360 

0.7 

Brady 

11 

1,874 

1,707 

- 8.9 

BORO 

Summerville 

Jefferson 

895 

859 

- 4.0 

Brookville 

11 

4,620 

4,314 

- 6.6 

Sykesville 

11 

1,479 

1,31 1 

- 11.4 

Reynoldsville 

11 

3,158 

2,771 

- 12.3 

Fallscreek 

11 

1,259 

1,185 

- 5.9 

Brockway 

11 

2,563 

2,529 

- 1.3 

DuBois 

Clearfield 

10,667 

10,112 

- 5.2 

Troutvrlle 

11 

209 

190 

- 9.1 

Fallscreek 

11 

85 

70 

- 17.6 

42,947 

40,947 

- 4.7 

- 300 


REGION  8 


CLEARFIELD  EAA  8-9 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 

OE  CHANGE 

Pike 

Clearfield 

1,805 

1,720 

- 4.7 

Lawrence 

7,829 

6,094 

— 22  2 

Goshen 

525 

200 

- 61.9 

Bradford 

3,100 

2,828 

- 8.8 

Boggs 

1,588 

1,454 

- 8.4 

BORO 


Clearfield 

Clearfield 

9,270 

8,176 

- 11.8 

CurwensvOle 

11 

3,231 

3,189 

- 1.3 

Wallaceton 

11 

429 

377 

- 12.1 

27,777 

24,038 

- 13.5 

PUNXSUTAWNEY  EAA  8-10 


TOWNSHIP 


Young 

Jefferson 

1 ,603 

1,370 

- 14.5 

Bell 

11 

1,705 

1,686 

- 1.1 

Gaskill 

11 

544 

451 

- 17.1 

Henderson 

11 

1,177 

1,006 

- 14.5 

BORO 


Punxsutawney 

Jefferson 

8,805 

7,792 

- 11.5 

Big  Run 

11 

857 

826 

— 3.6 

14,691 

13,131 

- 10.6 

- 301 


REGION  9 


ERIE  EAA  9-1 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

North  East 

Erie 

4,093 

4,465 

9.1 

Harbon  Creek 

10,569 

12,038 

13.9 

Millcreek 

99 

28,441 

36,946 

29.9 

Greenfield 

99 

926 

1,346 

45.4 

Fairview 

99 

3,887 

6,256 

60.9 

McKean 

99 

2,051 

2,600 

26.8 

Greene 

99 

3,080 

4,019 

30.5 

Summit 

3,424 

4,237 

23.7 

Venango 

99 

1,305 

1,542 

18.2 

Girard 

99 

2,432 

3,074 

26.4 

Springfield 

99 

2,132 

2,446 

14.7 

Conneaut 

99 

1,734 

1,832 

5.7 

Elk  Creek 

99 

1,269 

1,389 

9.5 

Franklin 

99 

790 

804 

1.8 

Washington 

99 

1,906 

2,118 

11.1 

Waterford 

99 

1,737 

2,119 

22.0 

Amity 

99 

739 

792 

7.2 

Le  Boeuf 

99 

1,013 

1,043 

3.0 

Spring 

Crawford 

1,325 

1,287 

- 2.9 

Cussewago 

99 

1,027 

1,072 

4.4 

Venango 

99 

467 

528 

13.1 

Rockdale 

99 

758 

820 

8.2 

Cambridge 

99 

974 

1,654 

69.8 

Heyfield 

99 

1,933 

2,162 

11.8 

BORO 


North  East 

Erie 

4,217 

3,846 

8.8 

Wattsburg 

99 

401 

453 

13.0 

Mill  Village 

99 

336 

372 

10.7 

Waterford 

99 

1,390 

1,468 

5.6 

Wesleyville 

99 

3,534 

3,920 

10.9 

Lawrence  Park 

99 

4,403 

4,517 

2.6 

Edinboro 

99 

1,703 

4,871 

186.0 

Fairview 

99 

1,399 

1,707 

22.0 

Cranesville 

99 

575 

705 

22.6 

Albion 

99 

1,630 

1,768 

8.5 

E.  Springfield 

99 

511 

593 

16.0 

Platea 

99 

357 

354 

- 0.8 

Lake  City 

99 

1,722 

2,1 17 

22.9 

Girard 

99 

2,451 

2,613 

6.6 

Erie 

99 

138,440 

129,231 

- 6.7 

Springboro 

Crawford 

583 

584 

0.2 

Conneautville 

99 

1,100 

1,032 

- 6.2 

Venango 

99 

318 

275 

- 13.5 

Cambridge  Spring 

99 

2,031 

1,998 

- 1.6 

245,113 

259,013 

5.7 
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REGION  9 


CORRY  EAA  9-2 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAf.F 
OF  CHANGE 

Union 

Erie 

1 .430 

1,482 

3.6 

Wayne 

1 ,306 

1,623 

24.3 

Concord 

1,126 

1,213 

IP 

Columbus 

Warren 

1.509 

1,767 

17.1 

Spring  C reek 

712 

700 

- 1.7 

Bloomfield 

Crawford 

1,161 

1,378 

18.7 

Sparta 

921 

988 

7.3 

BORO 

Union  City 

Erie 

3,819 

3,631 

- 4.9 

Corry 

7,744 

7,435 

- 4.0 

Elgin 

218 

173 

- 20.6 

Spartansburg 

Crawford 

500 

464 

- 7.2 

20.446 

20,854 

2.0 

WARREN  EAA  9-3 

TOWNSHIP 

Pittsfield 

Warren 

1,285 

1,452 

13.0 

Brokenstraw 

1,310 

1,463 

1 1.7 

Conewango 

6,377 

6,405 

.4 

Pleasant 

1,426 

2,399 

68.2 

Glade 

1,1 19 

2,711 

142.3 

BORO 

Youngsville 

Warren 

2,21 1 

2,158 

- 2.4 

Clarendon 

825 

735 

- 10.9 

Warren 

14,505 

12,998 

- 10.4 

29,058 

30,321 

A3 

303 


REGION  9 


MEADVILLE  EAA  9-4 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Summit 

Crawford 

1,360 

1,517 

11.5 

Sadsbury 

1,601 

2,221 

38.7 

E.  Fallowfield 

99 

1,041 

1,130 

8.5 

Vernon 

99 

4,589 

5,264 

14.7 

Union 

99 

526 

690 

31.2 

Greenwood 

■*" 

1,207 

1,257 

4.1 

Woodcock 

1 ,664 

2,121 

27.5 

Richmond 

99 

1,034 

1,023 

- 1.1 

W.  Mead 

99 

5,1  17 

4,652 

- 9.1 

E.  Mead 

99 

1,064 

1,264 

18.8 

Randolph 

99 

1,561 

1,437 

- 7.9 

E.  Fairfield 

99 

627 

872 

39.1 

Fairfield 

99 

864 

878 

1.6 

Franch  Creek 

Mercer 

587 

601 

2.4 

BORO 


Conneaut  Lake 

Crawford 

700 

745 

6.4 

Cochranton 

99 

1,139 

1,229 

7.9 

Meadville 

99 

16,671 

16,573 

- 0.6 

Woodcock 

99 

123 

108 

- 1 2.2 

Saegertown 

99 

1,131 

1,348 

19.2 

Blooming  Valley 

99 

296 

358 

20.9 

42,902 

45,288 

5A 

OIL  CITY  EAA  9-5 

TOWNSHIP 


Rome 

Crawford 

900 

1,020 

13.3 

Steuben 

99 

678 

680 

0.3 

Troy 

99 

1,097 

1,097 

on  Creek 

99 

1,755 

1,743 

- 0.7 

Southwest 

Warren 

583 

517 

- 11.3 

Mill  Creek 

Mercer 

521 

466 

10.6 

Sandy  Lake 

99 

838 

772 

- 7.9 

Cherry  Tree 

Venango 

1,568 

1,522 

- 2.9 

Oil  Creek 

99 

723 

759 

5.0 

Allegheny 

99 

214 

210 

- 1.9 

Jackson 

99 

686 

625 

- 8.9 

- 304 


RFC. ION  9 


OIL  CITY  EAA  9-5  ( Continued) 


TOWNSHIP 

Oakland 

Cornplanter 

Canal 

Sugarcreek  Boro 

Frenchcreek 

Sandy  Creek 

Mineral 

Victory 

Irwin 

Clinton 

Rockland 

Cranberry 

President 

Pinegrove 

Harmoney 

Hickory 

Tionesta 

Green 

Washington 

Farmington 


COUNTY 


Venango 


Forest 


Clarion 


POPULATION 

I960 

1.1X1 

2,628 

685 

1,144 
1 ,590 
407 
273 
1,457 
669 
1,040 
6,682 
375 
1,304 
582 
547 
357 
232 
1,642 
1,570 


POPULATION 

1970 


1,165 
2,391 
881 
5,944 
1 .383 
1 .844 
dl3 
265 
1,120 
572 
1,255 
6,785 
360 
1 ,2 1 6 
631 
646 
427 
262 
1.650 
1.500 


PERC  FN  I \(.l 
OF  C HANC.L 


^ 1.4 

- 9.0 
28.6 

20.9 
16.0 

1.5 

- 2.9 

23.1 

- 14.5 
20.7 

1.5 

- 4.0 

- 6.7 
8.4 

18.1 
19.6 

12.9 
.5 

- 4.5 


BORO 


Centerville 

Crawford 

238 

246 

3.4 

Townville 

361 

349 

- 3.3 

Hyde  town 

679 

725 

6.8 

Titusville 

8,356 

7,331 

- 12.3 

New  Lebanon 

Mercer 

166 

211 

27.1 

Sandy  Lake 

99 

838 

772 

- 7.9 

Pleasantville 

Venango 

940 

1,005 

6.9 

Rouseville 

99 

923 

877 

- 5.0 

Cooperstown 

267 

478 

79.0 

Utica 

99 

274 

281 

2.6 

Polk 

99 

3,574 

3,673 

2.8 

Franklin 

99 

9,586 

8,629 

- 10.0 

Barkeyville 

218 

Clintonville 

311 

321 

3.2 

Oil  City 

99 

17,692 

15,033 

- 15.0 

Tionesta 

Forest 

778 

711 

- 8.6 

78,875 

80,891 

2-P. 

*City 
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REGION  9 


JENKS  TWP.  EAA  9-6 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 

OE  CHANGE 

Howe 

Forest 

204 

233 

14.2 

Jenks 

1,267 

1,389 

9.6 

>a5Q7 

1,622 

SHARON  EAA  9-7 

TOWNSHIP 


Sugar  Grove 

Mercer 

1,007 

1,029 

2.2 

West  Salem 

3,373 

3,551 

5.3 

Otter  Creek 

SI 

540 

565 

4.6 

Hernpfield 

ss 

3,133 

3,628 

15.8 

S.  Pymatuning 

ss 

3,464 

2,973 

- 14.2 

Pymatuning 

ss 

2,579 

3,073 

19.2 

Delaware 

1,722 

1,863 

8.2 

Fairview 

ss 

865 

889 

2.8 

Jefferson 

1 ,479 

1,623 

9.7 

Hickory 

99 

12,635 

15,399 

21.9 

Shenango 

3,140 

3,141 

BORO 


Greenville 

Mercer 

8,765 

8,704 

- 0.7 

Fredonia 

99 

657 

731 

11.3 

Clark 

99 

312 

467 

49.7 

Sharpsville 

99 

6,061 

6,126 

1.1 

Wlieatland 

99 

1,813 

1,421 

- 21.6 

*Sharon 

99 

25,267 

22,653 

- 10.3 

* Farrell 

99 

13,793 

11,022 

- 20.1 

W.  Middlesex 

99 

1,301 

1,293 

- 0.6 

91,907 

90,151 

- 1.9 
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REGION  9 


MERCER  EAA  9-8 


POPULATION  POPULATION 

TOWNSHIP  COUNTY  1960  1970 


PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANGE 


Cool  Spring 

Mercer 

1,319 

1,518 

15.1 

Jackson 

764 

274 

- 64.1 

E.  Lackawannock 

1,179 

1,383 

17.3 

Findley 

1,429 

1,337 

- 6.4 

BORO 


Jackson  Center 

Mercer 

292 

691 

1 36,6 

Mercer 

2,800 

2,654 

- 5.2 

7,783 

7,857 

.95 

NEW  CASTLE  EAA  9-9 

TOWNSHIP 

Pulaski 

Lawrence 

3,066 

3,187 

3.9 

Mahoning 

3,396 

3,646 

7.4 

Union 

7,161 

6,873 

- 4.0 

Neshannock 

7,421 

7,982 

7.6 

Wilmington 

99 

1,771 

2,060 

16.3 

Washington 

99 

576 

547 

- 5.0 

Scott 

99 

1,311 

1,410 

7.6 

Hickory 

99 

2,165 

2,236 

3.3 

Shenango 

99 

7,516 

7,798 

3.8 

Wayne 

99 

3,205 

3,130 

- 2.3 

Slippery  Rock 

2,198 

2,541 

15.6 

N.  Beaver 

3,248 

3,475 

7.0 

Taylor 

99 

1,402 

1,152 

- 17.8 

Perry 

1,737 

1,841 

6.0 

BORO 


New  Wilmington 

Lawrence 

2,203 

2,721 

23.5 

Volant 

99 

213 

226 

6.1 

Bessemer 

99 

1,491 

1,427 

- 4.3 

New  Castle 

99 

44,790 

38,559 

- 13.9 

S New  Castle 

99 

955 

940 

- 1.6 

New  Beaver 

99 

1,426 

Wampum 

99 

1,085 

1,189 

9.6 

Ellwood  City 

1 1,310 

9,754 

~ 13.8 

Ellport 

1,458 

1,350 

- 7.4 

Ellwood  City 

Beaver 

1,103 

1,103 

1 10,781 

iP^73 

- 3.8 
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REGION  9 


CLARION  EAA  9-10 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANGE 

Elk 

Clarion 

1,166 

1,295 

1 1.1 

Paint 

703 

1,215 

72.8 

Beaver 

SI 

1,527 

1,424 

- 6.7 

Licking 

ss 

508 

546 

7.5 

Piney 

SS 

524 

465 

- 11.3 

Monroe 

9S 

1,140 

1,129 

- 1.0 

Clarion 

IS 

2,090 

2,287 

9.4 

BORO 


Shippenville 

Clarion 

599 

602 

0.5 

Knox 

ss 

1,247 

1,306 

4.7 

Callensburg 

280 

249 

- 11.1 

Sligo 

ss 

814 

825 

1.4 

Strattanville 

547 

559 

2.2 

Clarion 

ss 

4,958 

6,095 

22.9 

16.103 

17,997 

11.8 

GROVE  CITY  EAA  9-11 
TOWNSHIP 


Liberty 

Mercer 

708 

916 

29.4 

Pine 

3,432 

3,514 

2.4 

Springfield 

1,880 

1,878 

- 0.1 

BORO 

Grove  City 

Mercer 

8,368 

8,312 

- 0.7 

14,388 

14,620 

1.6 
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REGION  10 


BEAVER  FALLS  EAA  10-1 


TOWNSHIP 


Darlington 

South  Beaver 

N.  Sewickley 

Daugherty 

Pulaski 

Rochester 

Harmony 

Hopewell 

Center 

Potter 

Raccoon 

Brighton 

Patterson 

White 

Chippewa 

New  Sewickley 

Borough 

Little  Beaver 


COUNTY 


Beaver 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 


11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

Lawrence 


POPULATION 

I960 


1,810 

1,725 

5,379 

3,118 

2,278 

3,863 

5.106 

13,359 

7,113 

555 

1,999 

6,260 

2,930 

1,437 

6,051 

4,831 

2,917 

808 


POPULATION 

1970 


2,056 

2,339 

6,048 

3.719 
2.126 
4,089 
5,022 

14,133 

10,598 

484 

2,615 

7,532 

3,442 

1,747 

6,613 

5.719 

2,122 

784 


PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANGE 


13.6 

35.6 

12.4 

19.3 

- 6.7 
5.9 

- 1.6 

5.8 

49.0 
- 12.8 
30.8 

20.3 

17.5 

21.6 
9.3 

18.4 

- 27.3 

- 3.0 


BORO 


Enon  Valley 

Lawrence 

455 

427 

- 6.2 

New  Galilee 

Beaver 

593 

624 

5.2 

Darlington 

11 

306 

344 

12.4 

Beaver  Falls 

11 

16,240 

14,375 

- 11.5 

Koppel 

11 

1,389 

1,312 

- 1.0 

Big  Beaver 

11 

2,381 

2,739 

15.0 

Homewood 

11 

305 

212 

- 30.5 

Eastvale 

11 

513 

421 

--  17.9 

W.  Mayfield 

11 

2,201 

2,152 

^ ^ 

Patterson  Heights 

11 

816 

777 

- 4.8 

Fallston 

11 

410 

571 

39.3 

Bridgewater 

11 

1,292 

966 

- 25.2 

Vanport 

11 

Ohioville 

11 

3,918 

Glasgow 

11 

142 

112 

- 21.1 

Industry 

11 

2,338 

2,442 

4.4 

Midland 

11 

6,425 

5,271 

- 18.0 

Shippingport 

11 

383 

328 

- 14.4 

New  Brighton 

11 

8,397 

7,637 

- 9.1 

Rochester 

11 

5,952 

4,819 

^ 19.0 

Freedom 

11 

2,895 

2,643 

- 8.7 

Conway 

1,926 

2,822 

46.5 

Economy 

11 

5,925 

7.176 

21.1 
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BEAVER  EALLSEAA  10-1  (Continued) 

POPULATION 

TOWNSHIP  COUNTY  I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Baden 

Beaver 

6,109 

5,536 

- 9,4 

Ambridge 

13,865 

11,324 

18.3 

Aliquippa 

26,369 

22  277 

15.5 

S.  Heights 

740 

799 

8.0 

Monaca 

8,394 

7,486 

- 10.8 

E.  Rochester 

1,025 

920 

- 10.2 

189,325 

191,618 

1.2 

ZELIENOPLE  EAA  10-2 

TOWNSHIP 

Lancaster 

Butler 

1,113 

1,430 

28.5 

Marion 

Beaver 

773 

1,292 

67.1 

Jackson 

Butler 

1 ,705 

2,444 

43.3 

Cranberry 

3.596 

4,873 

35.5 

Franklin 

Beaver 

3,094 

3,488 

12.7 

BORO 

Harmony 

Butler 

1,142 

1,207 

5.7 

Zelienople 

99 

3,284 

3,602 

9.7 

14,707 

18,336 

24.7 

-310 


RE(;iON  10 


BUTLER  EAA  10-3 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULAIION 

IQPO 

I’t.'iU  l \ i i(r> 

l9-n 

I'i  lO  I.N  i \l.l 

Of  ( II  \\(.l 

Slipperv  Rock 

Butler 

1.571 

i .956 

24." 

Cherry 

061 

645 

Washington 

1.205 

1.226 

1.7 

Parker 

605 

(i50 

".8 

Bradc 

675 

598 

1 1 .4 

Clay 

1.58S 

1.145 

2". 9 

Concord 

625 

1.071 

1 5.8 

Fairview 

1.785 

1 .7'^! 

0.8 

Franklin 

1 .294 

1.700 

51 .4 

Center 

4.505 

5.606 

50.5 

Oakland 

2.168 

2.548 

17.5 

Donegal 

1 .046 

1 . 1 89 

15." 

Connoquenessing 

1.420 

1 .880 

52.4 

Butler 

15.219 

17.422 

14.5 

Summit 

5,755 

4.2 

14.4 

Clearfield 

1.511 

1 .445 

10.2 

Forward 

1 .9 1 5 

2.070 

8.1 

Penn 

3.284 

4.052 

22.8 

Jefferson 

2,821 

2.903 

2.9 

Winfield 

2,482 

2.615 

5.4 

BORO 


Slippery  Rock  Butler 

2.565 

4.949 

95.1 

Bruin 

706 

6'^5 

4.7 

W.  Liberty 

20! 

224 

1 1 .4 

W. Sunbury 

252 

685 

171.0 

Petrolia 

527 

452 

- 18.0 

KarnsCity 

404 

579 

- 6.2 

E.  Butler 

1.007 

916 

8." 

Chicora 

1.156 

1 . 1 66 

0.9 

Prospect 

903 

975 

7.8 

Connoquenessing 

515 

5 5 5 

7.S 

Butler 

20,975 

18,691 

- 10.9 

Evans  City 

1,825 

2,144 

17.5 

Saxonburg 

876 

1,191 

56.0 

81,919 

89. "20 

9.5 

REGION  10 


KITTANNING  EAA  10-4 


POPULATION 

POPULATION 

PERCENTAGE 

TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

1960 

1970 

OE  CHANGE 

W.  Franklin 

Armstrong 

1,458 

1,601 

9.8 

E.  Franklin 

4,087 

4,262 

4.3 

Rayburn 

yy 

2,179 

1,983 

- 9.0 

Valley 

yy 

502 

578 

15.1 

N.  Buffalo 

yy 

2,365 

2,521 

6.6 

Manor 

yy 

5,013 

5,030 

0.3 

Kittanning 

yy 

1,673 

1,809 

8.1 

Bethel 

yy 

1,300 

1,128 

- 13.2 

S.  Buffalo 

yy 

2,650 

2,317 

- 12.6 

Cadogan 

yy 

562 

563 

0.2 

BORO 

Worthington 

Armstrong 

772 

816 

5.7 

W.  Kittanning 

yy 

1,101 

956 

- 13.2 

Applewold 

yy 

489 

515 

5.3 

Manorville 

yy 

557 

445 

- 20.1 

Ford  City 

yy 

5,440 

4,749 

- 12.7 

Ford  Cliff 

yy 

590 

526 

- 10.8 

Freeport 

yy 

2,439 

2,375 

- 2.6 

Kittanning 

yy 

6,793 

6,231 

- 8.3 

39,970 

38,405 

- 3.9 

INDIANA  EAA  10-5 


TOWNSHIP 


S.  Mahoning 

Indiana 

971 

1,128 

16.2 

E.  Mahoning 

yy 

757 

723 

- 4.5 

Grant 

yy 

694 

637 

- 8.2 

Washington 

yy 

1,111 

1,224 

10.2 

Rayne 

yy 

2,841 

2,782 

- 2.1 

Green 

yy 

3,908 

3,480 

- 11.0 

Cherry  hill 

yy 

1,721 

1,747 

1.5 

Wliite 

yy 

6,884 

8,769 

27.4 

Armstrong 

yy 

1,163 

1,867 

60.5 

Young 

yy 

2,272 

1,809 

20.4 

Black  Lick 

yy 

685 

917 

33.9 

Center 

yy 

5,595 

5,255 

6.1 

Burrell 

yy 

3,476 

3,672 

5.6 

312  - 
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INDIANA  EAA  10-5  (Continued) 


BORO 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCE  MA(,[ 

OF  CHANGE 

Plumville 

Indiana 

401 

429 

7.0 

Marion  Center 

407 

446 

9.6 

Creekside 

482 

425 

- 11.8 

Clynier 

2,251 

2,054 

- 8.8 

Indiana 

I’f 

13,005 

16,100 

23.8 

Shelocta 

89 

121 

36.0 

Homer  City 

2,471 

2,465 

- 0.2 

Jacksonville 

9 9 

180 

141 

- 21.7 

Blairsville 

77 

4,930 

4,41  1 

- 10.5 

56,294 

60,602 

7.7 

PITTSBURGH  EAA  10-6 


TOWNSHIP 


Loyalhanna 

Westmoreland 

1,582 

1,771 

1 1.9 

Marshall 

Allegheny 

2,528 

2,907 

15.0 

Pine 

77 

3,613 

4,259 

17.9 

Richland 

77 

6,453 

7,819 

21.2 

West  Deer 

77 

9,038 

10,074 

1 1.5 

Fawn 

77 

3,008 

3,167 

5.3 

Harrison 

77 

15,710 

14,448 

- 8.0 

East  Deer 

77 

2,865 

2,081 

- 27.4 

Frazer 

77 

1,707 

1,887 

10.5 

Indiana 

77 

5,751 

5,621 

- 2.3 

Hampton 

77 

10,641 

12,515 

17.6 

McCandless 

77 

14,582 

22,402 

53.6 

Crescent 

77 

2,603 

2,801 

7.6 

Aleppo 

77 

755 

794 

5.2 

Moon 

77 

10,642 

18,317 

72.1 

Kilbuck 

77 

1,930 

1,720 

- 10.9 

Ohio 

77 

1,784 

2,028 

13.7 

Ross 

77 

25,952 

32,892 

26.7 

Shaler 

77 

24,939 

33,369 

33.8 

O’Hara 

77 

8,681 

9,209 

6.1 

Harmar 

77 

3,657 

3,899 

6.6 

Springdale 

77 

1,957 

2,218 

13.3 

Penn  Hills 

77 

51,512 

62,886 

22.1 

Greene 

Beaver 

1,165 

1,489 

27.8 
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PITTSBURGH  EAA  10-6  (Continued) 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 

OF  CHANGE 

Hanover 

Beaver 

1,564 

2,154 

37.7 

Independence 

1,256 

1,761 

40.2 

Adams 

Butler 

2,746 

3,352 

22.1 

Middlesex 

9^ 

3,551 

4,520 

27.3 

Clinton 

99 

1,829 

2,072 

13.3 

Buffalo 

99 

4,480 

5,595 

24.9 

Hanover 

Washington 

2,456 

3,016 

22.8 

Jefferson 

99 

1,229 

1,301 

5.9 

Robinson 

99 

2,150 

2,073 

- 3.6 

Smith 

99 

6,362 

5,812 

- 8.6 

Gilpin 

Armstrong 

3,229 

3,086 

- 4.4 

Parks 

99 

3,032 

3,045 

0.4 

Burrell 

99 

709 

696 

- 1.8 

Plumcreek 

99 

1,468 

1,734 

18.1 

South  Bend 

99 

916 

1,021 

11.5 

Kiskiminetas 

99 

4,577 

4,657 

1.7 

Conemaugli 

Indiana 

2,135 

2,357 

10.4 

Allegheny 

Westmoreland 

5,363 

6,713 

25.2 

Upper  Burrell 

99 

1,964 

1,948 

- 0.8 

Washington 

99 

4,324 

5,613 

29.8 

Franklin 

99 

8,517 

12,244 

43.8 

N.  Huntingdon 

99 

21,853 

29,443 

34.7 

Bell 

99 

2,005 

1,981 

- 1.2 

Reserve 

Alleglieny 

4,230 

4,151 

- 1.9 

Stowe 

99 

11,730 

10,1 19 

- 13.7 

NevOle 

99 

2,400 

2,017 

- 16.0 

Kennedy 

99 

5,806 

6,859 

18.1 

Robinson 

99 

7,935 

10,158 

28.0 

N.  Fayette 

99 

4,583 

6,148 

34.1 

Findlay 

99 

4,537 

4,602 

1.4 

Collier 

99 

8,021 

6,874 

- 14.3 

S.  Fayette 

99 

10,728 

9,369 

- 12.7 

Upper  St.  Clair 

99 

8,287 

15,411 

86.0 

South  Park 

99 

7,384 

8,187 

10.9 

Clairton 

99 

18,389 

15,051 

- 18.2 

Elizabeth 

99 

14,159 

15,592 

10.1 

S.  Versailles 

99 

517 

558 

7.9 

McKeesport 

99 

45,489 

37,977 

- 16.5 

N.  VersaiUes 

99 

13.583 

13,416 

- 1.2 

Wilkins 

99 

8,272 

8,749 

5.8 

Scott 

99 

19,094 

21,856 

14.5 

Mt.  Lebanon 

99 

35,361 

39,596 

12.0 

Baldwin 

99 

3,004 

2,598 

- 13.5 
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PITTSBURGH  EAA  10-6  (Continued) 


BORO 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 

OE  CHANGE 

Hookstown 

Beaver 

295 

246 

— 1 6.6 

Frankfort  Springs 

>9 

180 

144 

- 20.0 

Georgetown 

246 

234 

- 4.9 

Gallery 

Butler 

419 

416 

- 0.7 

Mars 

1,522 

1,488 

— 2.2 

Valencia 

99 

310 

351 

13.2 

Burgettstown 

Washington 

2,383 

2,1  18 

- 11.1 

Midway 

99 

1,012 

1,188 

17.4 

McDonald 

99 

3,141 

2,879 

- 8.3 

Leechburg 

Armstrong 

3,545 

2,999 

- 15.4 

N.  Apollo 

99 

1,741 

1,618 

- 7.1 

Apollo 

99 

2,694 

2,308 

- 14.3 

Elderton 

99 

387 

428 

10.6 

Avonmore 

Westmoreland 

1,351 

1,267 

- 6.2 

Saltsburg 

Indiana 

1,054 

1,037 

- 1.6 

W.  Leechburg 

Westmoreland 

1,323 

1,422 

7.5 

Vandergrift 

99 

8,742 

7,873 

- 9.9 

E.  Vandergrift 

99 

1,388 

1,167 

- 15.9 

Oklahoma 

99 

983 

1,084 

10.3 

Export 

99 

1,518 

1,402 

- 7.6 

Arnold 

99 

9,437 

8,174 

- 13.4 

New  Kensington 

99 

23,485 

20,312 

13.5 

Lower  Burrell 

99 

11,952 

13,654 

14.2 

Elyde  Park 

99 

683 

729 

6.7 

Delmont 

99 

1,313 

1,934 

47.3 

Trafford 

99 

4,190 

4,288 

2.3 

N.  Irwin 

99 

1,143 

1,306 

14.3 

Irwin 

99 

4,270 

4,059 

- 4.9 

Brad  ford  Woods 

Allegheny 

866 

970 

12.0 

Brackenridge 

99 

5,697 

4,796 

- 15.8 

Tarentum 

99 

8,232 

7,379 

- 10.4 

Springdale 

99 

5,602 

5,202 

- 7.1 

Cheswick 

99 

2,734 

2,580 

- 5.6 

Fox  Chapel 

99 

3,302 

4,684 

41.9 

Blawnox 

99 

2,085 

1,907 

- 8.5 

Oakmont 

99 

7,504 

7,550 

0.6 

Verona 

99 

4,032 

3,737 

- 7.3 

Plum 

99 

10,241 

21,932 

1 14.2 

Monroeville 

99 

22,446 

29,011 

Aspinwall 

99 

3,727 

3,541 

- 5.0 

Sharpsburg 

99 

6,096 

5,499 

- 9.8 

Etna 

99 

5,519 

5,819 

5.4 

MiJlvale 

99 

6,624 

5,815 

- 12.2 

West  View 

99 

8,079 

8,312 

2.9 

Ben  Avon  Heights 

99 

431 

443 

2.8 

Ben  Avon 

99 

2,553 

2,713 

6.3 
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PITTSBURGH EAA  10-6  (Continued) 


BORO 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Avalon 

Allegheny 

6,859 

7,065 

3.0 

Bellevue 

11,412 

11,586 

1.5 

Glenfield 

59 

741 

406 

- 45.2 

Haysville 

55 

143 

154 

7.7 

Osborne 

55 

609 

579 

- 4.9 

Sewickley 

55 

6,157 

5,660 

- 8.1 

Leetsdale 

55 

2,153 

1,862 

- 13.5 

Edgeworth 

55 

2,030 

2,200 

8.4 

Sewickley  Heights 

55 

931 

797 

- 14.4 

Sewickley  Hills 

55 

326 

270 

- 17.2 

Bell  Acres 

55 

1,264 

Franklin  Park 

55 

5,310 

Coraopolis 

55 

9,643 

8,435 

- 12.5 

Oakdale 

55 

1,695 

1,614 

Thornberg 

55 

391 

617 

57.8 

Rosslyn  Farms 

55 

555 

608 

9.5 

Heidelberg 

55 

2,118 

2,034 

- 4.0 

McKees  Rocks 

55 

13,185 

11,901 

- 9.7 

Ingram 

55 

4,730 

4,902 

3.6 

Grafton 

55 

8,418 

8,233 

- 2.2 

Green  Tree 

55 

5,226 

6,441 

23.2 

Carnegie 

55 

11,887 

10,864 

- 8.6 

Dormont 

55 

13,098 

12,856 

- 1.8 

Castle  Shannor 

55 

11,836 

1 1 ,899 

0.5 

Bridge  ville 

55 

7,112 

6,717 

- 5.6 

Bethel  Park 

55 

23,650 

34,791 

47.1 

White  Hall 

55 

16,075 

16,551 

3.0 

Pleasant  Hills 

55 

8,573 

10,409 

21.4 

Baldwin 

55 

24,489 

26,729 

9.1 

Brentwood 

55 

13,706 

13,732 

0.2 

Mt.  Oliver 

55 

5,980 

5,487 

- 8.2 

Jefferson 

55 

8,280 

8,512 

2.8 

W.  Elizabeth 

55 

921 

848 

- 7.9 

Elizabeth 

55 

2,597 

2,206 

- 15.1 

Lincoln 

55 

1,686 

1,885 

11.8 

Versailles 

55 

2,297 

2,754 

19.9 

Glass  Port 

55 

8,418 

7,450 

- 11.5 

Liberty 

55 

3,624 

3,594 

- 0.8 

Portvue 

55 

6,635 

5,862 

- 11.7 

W.  Mifflin 

55 

27,289 

28,070 

2.9 

Dravosburg 

55 

3,458 

2,916 

- 15.7 

Duquesne 

55 

15,019 

11,410 

- 24.0 

White  Oak 

55 

9,047 

9,304 

2.8 

W.  Homestead 

55 

4,155 

3,789 

- 8.8 

Homestead 

55 

7,502 

6,309 

- 15.9 
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PITTSBURGH  EAA  10-6  (Continued) 


BORO 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PEK(  EM  \C,E 

OF  CHAN(,E 

Munliall 

Alleglieny 

17,312 

16,674 

3.7 

Braddock 

12,337 

8,682 

- 29.6 

Rankin 

1 1 

5,164 

3,817 

- 26.1 

Swissvale 

15,089 

13,821 

- 8.4 

Edgewood 

99 

5,124 

5,101 

- 0.4 

Wilkinsburg 

99 

30,066 

26,780 

- 10.9 

Church  Hill 

99 

3,428 

4,690 

36.8 

Forest  Hills 

8,796 

9,561 

8.7 

Wliitaker 

9 

2,130 

1,697 

- 20.3 

Braddock  Hills 

2,414 

2,494 

3.3 

Turtle  Creek 

99 

10,607 

8,308 

- 21.7 

Chalfont 

99 

1,414 

1,370 

- 3.1 

North  Braddock 

99 

13,204 

10,838 

- 17.9 

E.  Pittsburgh 

99 

4,122 

3,006 

- 27.1 

Pittsburglr 

99 

604,332 

520,1 17 

- 13.9 

E.  McKeesport 

99 

3,470 

3,233 

- 6.8 

Wall 

99 

1,493 

1,265 

15.3 

Pitcairn 

99 

5,383 

4,741 

- 11.9 

Wilmerding 

99 

4,349 

3,218 

- 26.0 

Forward  Twp 

99 

4,692 

4,496 

- 4.2 

1,797,190 

1,794,399 

- 0.2 
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WASHINGTON  EAA  10-7 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

Cross  Creek 

Washington 

1,873 

1,667 

- 6.5 

Mt,  Pleasant 

99 

3,007 

3,359 

11.7 

Cecil 

99 

8,563 

8,362 

- 2.3 

N.  Strabane 

99 

7,322 

7,578 

3.5 

Chartiers 

99 

7,225 

7,324 

1.4 

Hopewell 

99 

800 

816 

2.0 

Blaine 

99 

643 

579 

- 10.0 

Buffalo 

99 

1,270 

1,530 

20.5 

S.  Franklin 

99 

1,308 

1,730 

32.3 

N.  Franklin 

99 

3,882 

4,444 

14.5 

Canton 

99 

7,820 

8,869 

13.4 

S.  Strabane 

99 

5,872 

6,555 

11.6 

Amwell 

99 

2,808 

3,030 

7.9 

BORO 


Cannonsburg 

Washington 

11,877 

1 1 ,439 

- 3.7 

Houston 

99 

1,865 

1,812 

- 2.8 

E.  Washington 

99 

2,483 

2,198 

- 11.5 

Washington 

99 

23,545 

19,827 

- 15.8 

W.  Middletown 

99 

199 

195 

- 2.0 

92,272 

91,314 

- 1.0 
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MONESSEN  EAA  10-8 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

I960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 

OE  CHANGE 

Peters 

Washington 

7,126 

10,672 

49.8 

Union 

yy 

5,61 1 

6,071 

8.2 

Nottingham 

yy 

1,463 

1,862 

27.3 

Carroll 

6,205 

6,636 

6.9 

Fallowfield 

” 

5,350 

5,454 

1.9 

Somerset 

” 

2,282 

2,293 

0.5 

N.  Bethlehem 

yy 

1,715 

1,736 

1.2 

W.  Bethlehem 

yy 

1,783 

1,540 

- 13.6 

E.  Bethlehem 

yy 

4,180 

3,347 

- 19.9 

W.  Pike  Run 

y y 

2,442 

1,927 

- 19.2 

Rostraver 

Westmoreland 

9,884 

10,525 

6.5 

Washington 

Fayette 

5,245 

5,535 

5.5 

Jefferson 

yy 

2,258 

2,095 

- 7.2 

Redstone 

yy 

9.962 

8,010 

- 19.6 

Luzerne 

yy 

6,852 

5,689 

- 17.0 

Menallen 

yy 

5,122 

4,508 

- 12.0 

German 

yy 

8,442 

6,808 

- 19.4 

Nicholson 

yy 

2,195 

1,754 

- 20.1 

Monogahela 

Greene 

2,085 

1,852 

- 11.2 

Greene 

491 

428 

- 12.8 

Springhill 

Fayette 

3,001 

2,629 

- 12.4 

Dunkard 

Greene 

2,491 

2,661 

- 6.4 

Cumberland 

99 

6,662 

6,204 

- 6.9 

Jefferson 

99 

2,591 

2,207 

- 14.8 

Morgan 

99 

2,793 

2,580 

- 7.6 

Brownsville 

Fayette 

1,365 

875 

- 35.9 

Perry 

99 

3,270 

2,651 

- 18.9 

BORO 


Finleyville 

Washington 

582 

379 

- 34.9 

New  Eagle 

2,670 

2,497 

- 6.5 

Monongahela 

yy 

8,388 

7,1  13 

- 15.2 

Donora 

yy 

11,131 

8,825 

- 20.7 

N.  Charleroi 

yy 

2,259 

1,964 

- 13.1 

Charleroi 

yy 

8,148 

6,723 

- 17.5 

Speers 

yy 

1,479 

1,408 

- 4.8 

Dunlevy 

yy 

408 

405 

- 0.7 

Allenport 

yy 

981 

762 

- 22.3 

Stockdale 

yy 

815 

720 

- 11.7 

Roscoe 

yy 

1,315 

1,176 

- 10.6 

Elco 

yy 

521 

459 

- 11.9 

Long  Branch 

yy 

517 

00 

12.6 

TwUight 

yy 

301 

^70 

- 9.6 
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MONESSEN  EAA  10-8  (Continued) 


BORO 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OF  CHANGE 

California 

Washington 

5,978 

6,635 

1 1.0 

Coal  Center 

419 

317 

- 24.3 

W.  Brownsville 

9? 

1,907 

1,426 

- 25.2 

Centerville 

5,088 

4,175 

- 17.9 

Deemston 

873 

711 

- 18.6 

Marianna 

1,088 

875 

- 19.6 

Cokeburg 

99 

989 

845 

- 14.6 

Beallsville 

99 

481 

434 

- 9.8 

Ellsworth 

99 

1,456 

1,268 

- 12.9 

Bentleyville 

99 

3,160 

2,714 

- 14.1 

Monessen 

Westmoreland 

18,424 

15,216 

- 17.4 

N.  Belle  Vernon 

99 

3,148 

2,916 

- 7.4 

Belle  Vernon 

Fayette 

1,784 

1,496 

- 16.1 

Fayette  City 

99 

1,159 

968 

- 16.5 

Newell 

99 

746 

650 

- 12.9 

Brownsville 

99 

6,055 

4,856 

- 19.8 

Masontown 

99 

4,730 

4,226 

- 10.7 

Point  Marion 

99 

1,853 

1,750 

- 5.6 

Clarksville 

Greene 

332 

269 

- 19.0 

Jefferson 

99 

442 

366 

- 17.2 

Rices  Landing 

99 

693 

473 

- 31.7 

Carmichaels 

99 

788 

608 

- 22.8 

Greensboro 

99 

505 

439 

- 13.1 

Perryopolis 

Fayette 

1,799 

2,043 

13.6 

206,278 

197,410 

- 4.3 

- 320- 
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GREENSBURG  EAA  10-9 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANC.E 

Salem 

Westmoreland 

5,143 

6,059 

17.8 

Penn 

10,702 

13,352 

24.8 

Hempfield 

29,704 

39,196 

32.0 

Sewickley 

6,703 

6,735 

0.5 

S.  Huntingdon 

6,073 

6,071 

BORO 


Delmont 

Westmoreland 

1,313 

1,934 

47.3 

New  Alexandria 

685 

690 

0.7 

Manor 

” 

1,136 

2,276 

100.4 

Penn 

11 

858 

735 

- 14.3 

Jeannette 

11 

16,565 

15,209 

- 8.2 

Greensburg 

11 

17,383 

15,870 

- 8.7 

S.  W.  Greensburg 

11 

3,264 

3,186 

- 2.4 

S.  Greensburg 

11 

3,058 

3,288 

7.5 

Adamsburg 

11 

191 

251 

31.4 

Arona 

11 

467 

453 

- 3.0 

Youngwood 

11 

2,813 

3,057 

8.7 

Madison 

91 

399 

436 

9.3 

Suterville 

11 

964 

830 

~ 13.9 

Hunker 

11 

380 

375 

- 1.3 

West  Newton 

11 

3,982 

3-,648 

- 8.4 

Smithton 

11 

649 

552 

- 14.9 

1 1 1 ,965 

124,203 

10.9 

LATROBE  EAA  10-10 
TOWNSHIP 

Derry  Westmoreland  15,445  15,902  3.0 

Unity  ” 15,519  18,419  18.7 

BORO 


Derry 

Westmoreland 

3,426 

3,338 

- 2.6 

Latrobe 

11 

1 1,932 

1 1 ,749 

- 1.5 

Youngstown 

11 

590 

478 

- 19.0 

46,912 

49,886 

6.3 

- 321  - 
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UNIONTOWN  EAA  10-11 


TOWNSHIP 

COUNTY 

POPULATION 

1960 

POPULATION 

1970 

PERCENTAGE 
OE  CHANGE 

Mt.  Pleasant 

Westmoreland 

10,365 

10,830 

4.5 

E.  Huntingdon 

6,474 

7,234 

10.0 

Bullskin 

Fayette 

4,567 

4,923 

7.8 

Lower  Tyrone 

976 

939 

- 3.8 

Connellsville 

11 

2,525 

2,554 

1.1 

Dunbar 

91 

7,656 

7,366 

- 3.8 

Franklin 

11 

2,458 

2,368 

- 3.7 

N.  Union 

11 

14,427 

13,561 

- 6.0 

S.  Union 

11 

10,895 

10,370 

- 4.8 

Georges 

11 

7,140 

6,224 

- 12.8 

Saltlick 

11 

2,535 

2,776 

9.5 

Springfield 

BORO 

19 

2,354 

2,465 

4.7 

Mt.  Pleasant 

Westmoreland 

6,107 

5,895 

- 3.5 

Scottdale 

11 

6,244 

5,818 

- 6.8 

Dawson 

Fayette 

707 

676 

- 4.4 

Everson 

99 

1,304 

1,143 

- 12.3 

Connellsville 

11 

12,814 

1 1 ,643 

- 9.1 

S.  Connellsville 

11 

2,434 

2,385 

- 2.0 

Vanderbilt 

11 

826 

755 

- 8.6 

Dunbar 

19 

1,536 

1,499 

- 2.4 

Uniontown 

11 

17,942 

16,282 

- 9.3 

Fairchance 

11 

2,120 

1,906 

- 10.1 

Smithfield 

11 

939 

969 

3.2 

125,445 

120,581 

- 3.9 

WAYNESBURG  EAA  10-12 

TOWNSHIP 

Morris 

Greene 

795 

700 

- 11.9 

Washington 

11 

797 

756 

- 5.1 

Franklin 

91 

4,074 

4,039 

^ 0.9 

Center 

11 

1,213 

1,132 

- 6.7 

Whiteley 

91 

689 

623 

- 9.6 

BORO 


5,188 

5,152 

- 0.7 

12,756 

12,402 

- 2.8 

- 322  - 
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